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[Part I —Sec. 1] 


IS. ^ 

5. iHr ^ wr t > 

(i) Rm 5 ^ ^ Rm (5) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3TT^ 5TM ^ ^ # 'JTT^ M ^ ^ f^; 


(ii) Rm 6(2) ^ ^ 1 [rt ^r^v^iPicfj tjcrt tfjt w Rrqt^, 

qvalRi^J^HX M ^ ^stt arr^Rcfi ^ 3T^rR?T ^ ^ afR ^ 

fcT^ ^ fc^Rad 3TTcFm cfRT^ c^ 3IcRTY ^ felT W; 

(iii) 6 ^ (4) ^ sTjaR ^ tfrt ^ ^iRr 

^ ^ W 3fR HRd ^ ^ cT^ 3TRT f|cT^ cf^ 

^ 2f[ 1 

(iv) ^ ^ ^jdTcTRft ^ ^ ^ ^ "^jtrRT f^RTT ^PTR 

^ ^ Pfil^cfcbl/^dT^cRl cf^ Rmff^ 3T^ y^d[c[oft ^ ^3 tR RRcIT^ cffr ^fTcTTB’ ^ ^ 

Rp^n w 1 


(v) PTfe^ ^ ^^JETTT ^ f^ ^ ^ W RRiWT ^ IT^dl^c^ 

^pRTsJ 9ft : 






^ (ift^) f^o, Rr]^ 

mR Rcft^5^ Rrtj? 






Ws^ (ftt^ f^O, 

f^fft^T, T^, ftf^, ^ 

^ ^0, ^xRTRT, TT^ 3Tftf^ 


cftcTdT f^miy ^ ^ Riftdd?1 6T9ft^ frsft f^O ?T9n 

1[RrT tft^ f^O ft ^ ^3^ fftR t 1 


(vi) CMTRcT^ P'TdTcleft ^ ^91 W 3 iRrj?RT ^ 3ftft 3Tft^ ft fftfftR 


^fft ftt ft^ 71^ sft 1 


• ^ RTOlcTO. %efcIMT. 

• fte^ fftfftHftp RTOfeTO, 3IgH'c(Rr< "[pw 




[Hmi—^ 1] 
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• ^rr mf^o, %?mTBT. 

• , ^\ 

• ^ TOf^O, 

• f^O, ■^ncflY, ' 

• tfr^ WlVSchiB f^O, WV^, BuRKTH 

• f^o, ^jvSRm 

• ^ TOf^O, 5rR.3TR. f^, ^ ^ 

• Hlefl*llc^^'d, dRol’ll'g 

• ■^ftcTT MtIh ^of^O, ■^TTfvRTRT'?, vdTlX 

• v^. ^TTOf^O, '^TTf^RIT€rK, 

• ^nfcPT^ mf^o, f^o, bb? v(^ 

b 1^ ^ ^frgB ^ toib BFjof bb^ c^ 4o,#4t 'cf^. 

5TFB f31T STT I 4o ^ ^ ^ BBsfe ^ 

^^tflrcfj BBY 1^ STT 3^k B^ Sr^TTcT^ ^ 3l>b4]cbK cfT^ fen BBT sn I 

(vii) mRbMH ^ ufiNi ^^BTTB STfejxRT B^t nfM feBB^t, ^STlfaTlf, 

^[BB[fBT ^T BTfPn 3TTf^ B^ ^ ^TBft sff I 

(viii) ciifCrif^B) STT^xRT BTf^IB>\ BFTf^fetMB (^tvfhdtsn^ xnj^ B^) ^ #^T B^ 

BBT BnB 3TBf^ ^ STTBTB ^ ejM B^t BJJcRSn B^ BB STJ#! feBT BBT BT I 

(ix) BIBB BB ^ B5t BffB 1 3T^^. 2005 ^ ^ B?^ 30 2006 BB^ B^t 3TBf^ (fe^f 

vBTB 3Tcff& BT '4t3Tt3nf ^ BT?T BBT ^ ^ B^t I ^ fcT^eTW ^ ^ B^ BOB 

1^ 1 3T^'. 2002 ^ BrrB BTBftr (iflBftsnf) B^ (fe^ ^ 3TBf^ B^ BBT t) ^TTfer feBT 
^TBT I . 

(x) 3Bf?TB>T$t BTBB BB mRu|i 41 ^ c^ felfer ^ PBfeBTsf STTB^BB) B^ "^JBBT B?t 

ifer ^BBB WITBB feBT I nrfefB^ ^ 3TTBW^ BB# B^ #B ! BB? B^ 

^ffe B7 BffB B?t I BTB ^ ^ fe' BBT BTBB BlfeB ^ 

B#B B?t BTf% ^ B^ B?t ^ BBfe feTT; ^TBT^dBT ^ITf fe^cfl' 

mj ^ BTTBBB^ ^ viTTBT^ BY 3*cBTBB cTTBRT BBT 'mYcf ^ YTBB BYg^ft 

f^mW B YiBeit eTTBB PiB>!d^ c^ feB ^cnFBB <YTncr BTf ,fcr^?cfeB '^] feBT 

^TBT BT I 

(xi) Prfjfe 3 nfeFT^ ^ ferfe 13 3 TBYB, 2007 fe Tr‘^ YTT^BiPfcT) \[BBTt B^ feYT^ 

v3^ B P^TBfef^ BB STTBTBB^ ^Bp^ ^ ^ I Bfejffen ^Blf ^ 

jfifeBT Y)B ^ cBcRT feTT^ B^t fefed Y7T ^ BY^B BTT 1%BT "ITBT ! 

^T BnB mRu|h 1 ^ feTB^ B^fi ^ BTBT f^B PTBY^T TO vT^t! BY feBT % \ 
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(xii) ^ ^ ^ •nttpftir crajr ych<3cb>{ui 

^ ^ ^ W STT I ^ ^ f|?T^ ^ 

ftrff #RT ^ ^ ^Wcf aft ^ ^ aft, sEf^[cf7rft £[ri fcRn w t l 

(xii) 5rTte>rft ft gnr ^ 3HfMk ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ■'Hiftvnfftch Tjf^x^ eft ^ ft vjtTc^ w sfhr ^ fl?r^ ^ Mem ^ 

fcH? ^i|HT w I ^ ft *** Mft ^ ftMt^r 

^ t M pttMt^ SRt ^^ft Mftt ^ ?f??T ftMt^ ^fpri w t i 

MnI#? x^cqrcT T?ft 

6. cRftTTT ^ ft Mmftftr ^ ^ ft ^arrqMM ft?ft eft ^ c^ ararerr 

er^ ft MfM ^ fttofftR, t I 3000-4000 

m erTHT qRe[ftt, MM ^ t fftTW fftfftM ^ ^ FnftM 

ofteRH^ fMtq 3TTcpmf^ eft ftTcftRT^Mq ft Me WT t I ^ t 3ft? 

x^ ftfttfftmt eft ^ qfftMn ?Roq t MeftT eM eft 

?E^-WTET. Eft, EMft, e?M, qftcfFH ?mrft ft teft ^ czrcRm eraji ftcftfM ft Mr t i 
wwft EE ?8THtcTm ftE 5 ft ft Mn ETTcTT t ET v 3 ?rEE WPm f?ETE ^ ^ ft Mr t [ E? 
fttETg^ tM 3?Mrem, 1975 ^ 3!^Z7TE 39 ft “ ^rfecKT qft eR^off” eftt fttift cTan 

3 i'dft^ eznin? EftMvT ^ srjm? 3907.20 eft ^ epft^ 11 

7 . ^ ufTE eft ?pfteTT ^ ^ eft cEm #ef cfE ETRI ^ #E ft 3lfftw M ext 

eXcE ?ftM t I MRiaftE ?TETE cR^ ^ E? Mft EeXEE? ft Eft^ 

EE^ Mr t ! ^fttE ^ vScElftd ?M E?^ ^ ?fE^ ftftt ft 3EETM XJ^qTft EE 

MR XRj-^ ^ WE E? Me ETTET t I 3ET:, ETMlft eM f 1% ft ftftt fftEHVelcfl ^ 3^ft 
eft fttcR “ ?TETE E?gft” t I 

E. E^ f^rfft 

8. Eftj vTciYe eftt 3ft? ft ft. EET^ ft^EftM^ fftfO, EE5^ ^3RTEE> gRT 5R^ 

^q^Erfef; EETM ^TjftE ^ 3mn? E? MM EfttaE ^ eft) TJ^ t i 3TcT:, ETfftEEft eM f 
f?E EftEE^ EEE ^ MRprrft fto EElcft ftsfteftM^ # I 

ME^EeEBnrft <ft 

E)) ^[fgvaney eft ft 

9. eplM 3EftrE ft E? Er?ft gq wft Eft ^ ft Mftft E? cE^ M Ml Efm WW^ 

ERft EE 3r3ftE Me % EftteEefR 27 ft ft ft ^ ;s«e^3ft Mfft EE 

XTctftH M ^ EE?UT eft 3{tEfttE ft 3ft? ERE ^ TM 3T5Eftt TOE? EE^Idl 





[^FTI-^ 51 ] 
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^ ^ cjjRnr f^cTT^ Rqeri ^ %5rT w sn i ^rerf^ 3{fim5t^ 37 ^ ^ 

^ I# ^ SRT W^ft ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TT?IT 4! sfk ^g^RSTIcT % ^ 

P\im sJt f^'dcbi' ^ qr cbi^HH ik ^rmfr ^ 37 ? "gst w ^ ^ 
3fk wr^: ^ vSTHT 2IT I a^RRcki ^ ^f??r t kra sTf^Rjw 

>^r ^ srfcT ^ ^fT^TTf^ ^ ^ |t sft 3fk tg 37 ^^ ^ 

^ ^ f^rf^ ^ STPIT^ ^ ^ ^ ^^§71 >^t srf^ ^ ittw ^ ^ 

^ ^ 1^ ^ f I cwrf^. ^nf^cbc^ ^ ^ sjt ^ ^ tr 

f^flcf ''55T^ ^ ^ 3^t?R ^ t 3fk ^ >^r IcR ^ ^ 3f^ 

kkr ^ ^ ^ ^ 3Fpf^ ^ sJt I -> 

I ■ 

10. >Hl4'3fR!ch ^r 37^^ STRIT^ ^ Ri^ll^^ ^ ^0 ^ f^O (f^ 

w w t) % ^ mm m ^ ^^S7m m RRm 1^ 

^3^ ^fT’fen tg ^TFP^ ^ ^[TftcT ^ ^ wn 271 stk ^ ^ xKfm 

^ iTRT sft I ^f^’TPT kra ^ ^ ^ 

cTstt ^iHiJgc^ tRq? arf^Prw if^ VcOTT^w ^ srf&Rm w w ^ ^ ^ 

2 ft 3i^r v3^ ^ct|>id >^*11^ t^5^T ^THT 27T I v3^ ^ v3e4Vl ^ *1111 ^ 

^ Mkcr ^ ^ftcT^ w^ ^^fssTm ^ ^ ^ ftccnift ^ ^ 2ft^3jk 

^ ^ ^r ^ ;3i^ ^ 3TTq% Wr ^ siyrfcr ^ ^ w 2 ft j 

^ ^Fft^ 3Trq% ^ Met ^0 #ft (f^ ^d Wdid #Jk^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

7RT aiT ^5[frf!f7 ^ dt sTf^rRm 4 3ft?/^ ^ 1?^ Rrw^ ^r fera^ iiht 

371^?^ ^ cfft^ ^ cTTirt ^i% I 31(c|R<W, 7i;|t felH ^ ^ ^27 ^ 17^ 

iiiRichr ^ 377^ ^ ^ 3fT^^ jRgd ^ >^r "^r?^ ^ ^ ^ w 1 1 1 ^ 

■?7^ mm, T?^7f4k^ ^ t f^ ^ Mlei^lsft ^ ft# rrrftB 

m 3r«iT^ ftnn ^fT 3imRid 277 ^ sritef>rft M ^ ^ cfi^ 

wm ^5IT^ 27T V3ft ^ 37R^ -m 37277 ^ ^ TO 4 W?T 1^ 2^^^ 

TTlfir^^ ^ ^ ^ T7^ngfyT;S IIT^ RTgff^ ^7T^ 

(^) t^ fefc b'i gHT 3 7c ^B>ch T] ^ q“ 4leidt cfe ^ cfe if 


11, -21^ ^rdt^T ^ Rrfe t % ^ ^ Rmfej?, Rrafe^ pr ^H T cicft ^ cf>T 

^7T^ ^ ^ 3R7^ ^ t; 3T7iftT%7 37^ XTcj t 3(k ^3^ 

<3ftfe27 37?27R7 cJ> 'lilM-ftildl g| 5T ^ 1%^ # I OT:, o^f3^4|^ o2^ 3f^«hK 

^ 37^7?^ ^ I 3lfclR^, ^ TfttT^ftW ^ 375^ 217 

377^55^ ^5^7^ ^ ’'fTT^vjtPlcb cf,^ 3727^ W77^=?ft^ '277 ^77^ ^ ^7 W*94yMr : 
577f%d ^ ^ 57fcr 37^1 ^'cfj 5>7T, dt ^ ^ 37 ^<t)K WT ^7^ 217; t 

^ XlHlRld t viiN A ^ R577T t 3fk ^ #Ri!^ 

^^cft WI7 37ftfeT ^JcT^ XR^cT ^ km "kt RR^ ^377 277 I ^^^ ^R i S RI V 
'3^ ^ ^3tR ^ W\^ ^ ^7^ kt vjlMctjl^l 777^ ^ xjft^ 

^ t 57^ 3#c7>% Rrfk 77^ ^ ^ 3fR kNr ]jRm7 kt MKdf?ldl kfe?fto7 
37if^f kt ^r 37cR 277 I 
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12. ^ ^ an f^o (f^ 

41t?>h^v» n>?T nnr ^ ^ 3iwir^ # 

^ ^ ^RRT^ nn 3PTtn%T ^R1>f 1^ an n? ^ 

^ I? ^ ^ an ^ <n^rfecT 'm^ 5rfgn n>^ f i 

n) i??Tre^ q;gf?r ^ 4 

13. wl^cT ^ t nan ^ nnn^ czmnn ^ #n n^M t 

-■ (i) WTTT^3Tt, (ii) 3fk (iii) ^ nn ^nn<n 

3nf^ ^-nitnn 3 Tot-3Tot t i nnnn nim ^ n^f^nnnn f^o 

(1^ xT^inxmnn nr^fTn^n?^ ^ nnr t) 3 rt nrnt c^ 4t3Tt n^t nf 

anfrnr 160 c^ t x?WTxft3Tt n^ nn pmtn t ^ % xr^nfxftqer n)t wif^rm nicft n^ 

t x}mf^ 24 ^ xft^ cfJt ^ ^xfanf^ annn ^ mar nnf n^ nn 

5R#m t i n^ cf^t ^crt ^ 41311 n^ srf^ nfe^ln 

xfc^, ^BcT? nnn^ x^ 3niftr^ nnn^ n^nl^ ^m-cik n^l 3 (r^cmi bI^ t^, ^ 

^ t I 3iftRcH, nnn^ '^^R ^ nn «rt^ ^ \^\r413t 1 nn 

^ i^ai x?nfln^ fciRT vrnnr t i ^ ^ % % x^n“^41x»^ n? n?? n>^ nrf^m^ 

4^ n>l n^rftr?! ^ an % xttarl 3jk x^nx^^ ci^ \jnnnn ^ xj^txr^3t1 

nn nnm fciRn x^inn t xr^x^nx^tarl xr^ ^ 5rnm c^ncT 4t3Tl ^ vinnnH ^ f^ 

^ t t,'47\jn41 ^ fufn^ f^ntx4 v[^ fcmn^ ^ x^ ^ t i xj^-i^xfi^j^ ^ 

nnJnn annft f^xnf^ ^ mfenil ^ c^ 3n^ nn x^xx^ %nT t i 


^i) cimr ^ ^ 


14. xTT^^rfri;^ ^ t % ^inn# 4[^r?nm t sflr fxfmr^ 4 ^r^^Rnmn 

^ Tt^ ^3^;^ ^ # 3rf^ all ^ TTPjflnx XM x^ ^n^rf^, ■qr^xTen^n x^r xjt ^nnnt, 
xRxmnf^^’’ x^ 3T^qntunnT3Tt q:?itnT t i x^n^xTtqer wi x^ vrm\ nr nninf^ srnm c^ 
3n£iR nr fcTf^ ^ ^ar mm^ xgf^TOil n>^,an nnrRn n?! 

Bnn^ cTmn # n>fft aft xn^xf^n^tv^affujl^^^xMi^ ^ 

cfnm ^ Xffam aff I 3R:. x^^-f^xf^JcT 4^ ?% ^nr^ W l^'xi^Rd, X^ '^'HR 
xn^x^nfiBn x^cfT>fJi, nf^i 3ik ykilfjicf^ nn ^oRicnn^ eim nM # 3ft? n? 

f^txR-fiRT ^ wnftnt/cF3^ nmft'nt nn ^ nn^ nx^nr t i ^ x^?r4^^c^ n? 

siaitn nn % srm n?! nr^ ^ ^ an 3ft? ^ 

cjfi mxn enrfr, nf^ #, 4^ xrxR^xftx^ ^ non nft nm ^,. x^ 
nrl^nmit m ktr ^ xj% nftn n>?^ ^ x3^ x^ vJTR-^^nn? x^ n^ 4t? ^ ^ 
xx?Rftx^?n:x^ nn nnm x^-^ ^ xfgTH ct ^ nn 3n^ nmnn t i ^ ^ Hm 

nncj^ nnn<R errm x^ xj^ nx?B ^ i xt^t^xIIt^ ^ qcnnn ^ 3n^ nn ^ixT;gn 

t ( 



[HRI— 


^ <MM5| : sraraiT®! 


^•) Mi^HIcloil ^ ysm ^ Sft^ ^ 

15. ^ TTHT t % Pl^Jd^ WHNcft ^ ^tR 

(i) ^ W t % ^ ^ cfMt wnft 3 M^ 3 fTcR!T^ 

(^3fr) 3lk ^ ^TPtrt^ tMf fcTO (^>Hl^'H^^el) ^ 1^ yTTcTT t, 

^ ^ 100% chujpim't, 3?f^Rcki 3TOT Rr^jRT ^ ^ 

^ ^")^d ^FRT ^ TTT^ ^ t I ^ cT^ feTT t % 

^T?q4 t fcr> ^ ^ -^m ^ f^yRuirf ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ tr 

^ ^ ^3fr ^3^ wm ^ t; ^ >fT^d 

^ ^ ^Rr#3 3Tmnf^ ^ \ ^ ^ “ czim ^ >hihru pf^ ” 

^ ^ fc^ 3T^ ■g^Pjfft tF?[ enrot ^ ^ PTcmH ^ t I 


(ii) ^ 3TT^f^ ^ isM ^ ^ 

(^) cl^Wcff ^ ^3t^ filT^ £F>trT^ ^ P^RrT (^) W^ ^ ^cpft^ ^ 

cf5t PTZf cf5t7T^ ^ P^ PP ^3^ t I 

(ili) ^ fMp/>HRmr£bi’5] ^ ^ ^ cbuiRi^l' ^ ^tm 

vJOT, P>^T?T, cF.^ Wf^ PT^ cR^3ff ^ Wr ^ cZHPR cOPW, fMp 
m\c^ pp ^ ^ ^Rh c^>yichH WM ^ pRci^h, vicPiP^ ^ppRuft ^ 

■'B'q^ WT-#PT, ^3, RPKT 3TTf^ ^ ^ ftPT ^ ^ f I 

v-pifcif^, TRT^^tpcT ^ pw^, pWr ^ 3r^ %rR/^tPEr/pfcr^ pt 

arf^^fS snf^ ^ ^nf^Ter pr^t, p^ pipRct ^pm pp ^ 

^'istifcFj’d PR^, P^cJ^ PP Rratp PIPP^ ^ l^p cTTPP ^ 3tP^ ^ ■^P ^ ^fR 

I^Tp f I 


(iv) 3TR^ PT p^tcf Rrftfep 
Rrfcrfept ^ ^ wp p^ 

f^rpT sp I 


P» TOP ^ ^ Prf&cpRt P^ Pf^ PR% ^ 1^ 3?P^ 

^?f|TFTO^ Tf TOPfer PSp PTOP^RT ^ PPP iftsfr PP V3c^ 


(v) PPT ^tp^ ^ ppp toI^ PT1%P f^ ^ P^ ^ ppp^ P^ TOPPT ^ 

PfMP' TO?ft >J0'diy PP pro Pt^f fep # sfR P TO^ ppg ^ TOPPP pp f^ ^ TOPP 
^PTOfW ^ ^ P^ fcpp f r 


(vi) ^tppT^ ^ Rrpfpp? pp ^RRP ^ 41P ^ PR TO^ PRR, TOPP^ cpf^TPt ^ PTP^ 
Rrf^pli p3 3p^ pr^ pt^ TOt^ pppRrpt ^ ^ pp pp^ tot top p^ c^edlp 

pp PR^PPP, Ppft TOTPTP, PT^, IMtP pp dlPP er^JTOPT PRTpft TOT #T P^ ^ 
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^ v3Mcf>^fi ^ WI-#fTT, ^ic^lcfFI 

w t I 


(yii) f^^ldch ^ M t 3T^ 

^ f^ W t ^ ^ qRchcHH mTFTT t I 

i * 

(Viii) ^ ^ ^ ^ PlRf^4) 

4 '5^1^, Pi1c|f^‘ czm ^ Tjf mRci^h c^pm, 3 tt^ x^ ^ ^mrft 

^ cf5tH?r Rrat^ ^ 3n^TR ^ ^ t sftr ^ ^ ^ 3i^ cPtt ^ ^ 

W czrm, ^ ^ ^ ^ x^ ci?t ^rfcWT ;r?gcr ci?t # I 


(jci) ^ y^HNc^l ^ ^tPT ^ MRR|t<i-3 ^ ^ clfTFRlt ^ ^ cIMN 

^ 3P?T ^ ^ MdRid ^ t RRT^ ^ ^ t R’ ^ 

3t^ ^ ^r ^ ^ tttcr Rnn ^ t 3fR ^ ^hhm R^ ^ cR 

f^iR 4 ^ I 


1B, 5itR^ ^ ^tritcrR cR f!rpiT t sftr R wRci 

cfp TT^ cfR^ ^ ^ RN mRoeti ^fsnR ^ STUiRdR cR ^ ^ t I 


R<bm ^iR ^r 


^f. ^ 3TtRt OTPTT t R’ ^ ^ cf^RRlY ^ R 3F3^tIFf ^ 

f^ CFRT ^R ^3WT ^ cRf^ 0.18% 8IT Rt R> cR 2005-06 R feTR WT^ cIjR^ RM ^ 
ti^fR ^ sft'd^ntcR, stcrRxht 3nR ^r RR^ cp^ R^yRHcF>iTi ^5Pmi 
qpR Ri RM ^ ^ ^Jc^ cR qq ef ^ ^ I 

OTtn ^ ^ t R’ RrR MidH^W Rm ^ sr^Rern iR RcbivH ir ^ ^ ^ orptct err 

ofR 3PR C^SPT cR >jpiddl Rl^ cFR^ R RcR;^ ^T ^ wpft IRg^ Rr RtT 

qm R^n ^ t l siRRcf^r, ir>wR R RRmW ^ 

qMR^ RRq R ^ cR M'lei'lRicR R ^sr RoRR t I 












[^IFT I—TsPgl] 


^ <NM3) •: 
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xf. cBT uTT^ ttP’ll 

18. 3ff^f%^ 1975 ^ ^ 9 ^ (^) (^) ^ 37cFt^ 

"f^ ^ ^ ^ 3T^ t: 

(i) ^■RN ^ ^IVilKUi ij ^RFT ^ cf^t^m ^ ^ ‘^TT 

TPo^T ^ ^ OTJfrr ^ ^ ^ ^-f^RPT (6) ^ ^TcPfcT ePTT^ f^RPfr ^ 3f5^ 

Piy^Rd ^ t; 

(ii) oZTPTR ^ 'HHM 5?f^JT ^ Pl^J^dcb ^ ‘^T WT ^ c^ ^fMR ^ ^fRH 

^ ^ <5^rf H # 3T8I^ ^ Plijldch ^ ^ 7Rj?I ^ ^ ^MR ^ fcT^ 

^1W7 f^fl^ TTT f^f^ “ zi 1 ^ ^ ^ cf^ ^ fIfiFRJT W ^3fxr?T ^ 3Tgpf^ 

^ wrr^ ^ ^ ^ 

(^) "H^RPT ^ ^ ^ Rnfep ^ in ^?r3ir ^ ^ fcMt 

AjM^ckl ^ cf^ ^ ^ ^ 1^ ^-eiRT (6) ^ 37cr>t^ CRR ttt^ RRPft 

^ arjiTR- PitjjRd ^nm%;^^] 

(n) ■^^-?TRT (6) cf) 3icT% ^ RRpfr ^ sT^iTR otrtRrp ^ 

WTRU Fsn WR FSi§^RT ^ c^ F72T ^ ^ vJcM ^ ^ vldlKR 

^■RT; 


•«nn^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ armicT ^ sfR ^ 

^ ^ f^RricT t ^ RRltF ^ ^ ^ vddliRd t STSTcTT RRI^F ^ 

^ ^ Ffr t ^t 'diHi^ ^ ^ RyRui vj^ ^ ^ ^r 

^ r 

19. 3TTtoRt ^ ?TRT 9 ^ (1) (W) ^ STJFR WTP^ ^ ^ ?RTtWF^ IPfl W 

f^iiidcbi cF^ ^ ^ I f^RTTji ^ ^ RmWr ^ 5 r^tr fen sn i 

^.1 i ^ vinqR ^ ^ ^ WTTRr ^ cft fW^ 

^.1.1 f^?ra;g ^ fe^R 

20. ^RfRT ^ ^?n3r^ ^ ^ cfefe ^ wr ^i^nMt wm 

^ fe^rfrir ^xRT mtfT sRFRfe sfR Ffesifen ^ ^ ijxrt ^ 

ar^nc^T ^ ^^rien ^ ^ y^n^nRicb czm (t^ ^ i?) ajk crf^ifif 

^ iFfe=r 'RTO ^r v5^Kd ^ cTiFF c^ arrmi ri mnr^ ^ ^ MRcbdd Ifen t i 

^n ffen fe ^\C'^ ^ ^3TT fen m ^'^id ^ m^nfeSt J^ed^ 


5089 Gil/07—2 
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^ ^ ^ ^ crm t ^ ^ 3 ^ srto . 

^ I ^ 3ft 3TTt ^ tr^ ^ ^ 4 cF?tH?r c^cJ^K ^ 

^ 4 ?TTf%et ^ ^ sfk ^iTf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ s:#it I 

21 . ^ f ift ^ ^ ^ ^cTT^ p ^ 3TRm ^ 1%^ t % 

^ ^ ^ TT%m ^fW 3H^ ^ ^ t 3fR Tf^ 

^ ^ fl^ ^ t; % ^ cJ^Wt ^ 3mncft ^ 3M 3tTT ^ ^ 

f^TOTT t; % ^ ^ f31T ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

TT^ f^TTr^ t ^ ^ Trm ^ 3Tf^ tftf^ antcn ^ 

TTTST \5tx[ ^ 3T^o4c|'(^l^ 1^, c^ cFTRuj ^ WTT^ eiRd 2174 ^ ^ ^ 

3R.^r?R ^ cFjfgRT qRcM^d ^ ^ 3K^jf^ ^ sft; ^ 3TT^ ^ 

TTfTH 3Tcm ^ Trrj%i;T 3 ^^ cfW XR tcrRpftfur cTR^ ^ 3TT?TR ^ TIRTR 

^ c]f^ THM^ c}^ xnl^tT^ vf % MRcjrjf^d >ITR 1 R - 55 ;?^ ^ I 

22. ^ ^ ^ ^c|| fchTji ^ f^ RRrf ^ sfRl'd Tft 3TT^ X^ ci^Hd 

if 3lt 3TT^ ^RH 3TTt ^ 3TTt TRT cifHcT sfR xR^ ^ d|[^ -UlRlcbl li eRTFtt 

nif 3fRR ^ 3Tlf g?R^ Xi 3Tf^ eft 3fR Rf^ Rlchtdi ^ f^ t^xjtcT cifHrT 
cif RratcTcf^ cit ci?md 1 c^ ^ xpRif sft^ ^ ercrRi r^ ^f^Wxtr 

RTR I 3TcRcrT, WRR ^ ^ RrRrT^ TT^ cR^ ^ RRK^ cfRi cfiR fiPlH^dl 

RT X5TR cji TfT^ XRRT RTf|l? 2 TT Rf^ RH Rt RH (fRR if RH f 

xn?T if cjyr vSRKch erniRT RRT t) R xRf RTR 5TFR ^ |3tT 1 ^Rf ^ 

Wdcb R RRIR ^ 1 R£jRr Rif W RcFRI ?Rc^ rRRkRT RRRT itRT I 

23. if RH i XT ^ if RRRT t % RR^ XR^ r|r ^ Rt^iRR RfRcT R 

3Tf^ RT 3iT RTXT fixTR RR^ p % RnfeR i ^iFlif c^ TR^Rt i f 

^ XTcfRiT TTcTR XfR^ R iT^ Wit 3TfW ciRfi WrR ^ f, xR^ ifv^ Xjwft cji 
Rq^ 1^ vnm t eft frr ^ xif ^ crt^ ^ t fetj fi:<ufeR> Rtr xRrR ctp]^ x^Ri i 
xR^ ^ 3 ^ i cTci t % eff^ HM xif citHdf i ^rxxTar xr^nRf x^ xrrut tNe^ ^aft 
x^ qgd i ^ i’ afR ^ if xr^ dRd i ^ xrsfcRt R xfR if oRx arratcT 
an ^ mfer ^>fWf an f i ^xtx^ ardTcrr, | if xrrxtt ^ Rtr i aiR xr 
d;c3R xrif ^ if I 

24. if if R Rri^ f^ t % xT^ hrR x^ fRxr ^ arretK ^ stt % xjr if si 
arR ^ ^Rr anxnci xi q|r[ ^jrt afR xtqi x^Rr xi iR aTcxrfltxF^ aiR stt, RrafeR xi 
clidd xzjcRR i cRl^ sjqcliq ^^T^f snxJT i I xrfi xRx^ vidld xi aTTXR TRXT i ?i RfXlfcfXf) 

XR ^gRrf^ xfRi xi % ^R^ xariRT aRpff x^iri rtt xrRt xi fRi^ wrexj it, i xRi 
xifRT XTT ^xRr xfR TR f^txjR xjvx ^ iti afR RrixR^^if lifif^i. 

XR if fii^ fiRT t % xrfi ixj^ iit xi R^iidch RnntxRE xrifm Rm i xRxfm ^ 
cfRi aiR xTff^txRRf xtxiRth RnRi anxRcR xi strr rx ami xjfrq qfRnH ^ xRxi f it 
xrmmxf ^jexi xrt fi^Rmr xtrxi i t^rfixERf xR ^Rx^ ^Rfrr TTcprficRR xmxm xi emmr 
Pi'^fdeto i xf¥^ XR^ cif [ifti cil+icT xif cRFf cri+icT, iRR iit xR xm^ XR^ xR 
fixict atR qRxjieR xxthtr 3Twm xn 1 %q[l -xR^ xjiR i ^ Rri^ xit xr 








'IKc! <Rm51 : 
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cf^ ^>^5]cbK t ^ ^ ^ <ife^V’( 3TW^ ^ cfJT^ 

^ fen nnr t I 

V ■ ' 

25. omrm^ ntn 

30,000 2S\ feRT^r 3?1% n^ cTWT 15 yl^^ld ^ t I 

vrefm -ElTt eTTl^m^ «TOT 37,000 ^,dd d^Tlf^T wfel «RdT 14,000 ^.dd 

fe^T^r 31^ Mldid d>T ’ft ^3dndd fed! 9TT I 3Td; nr^ dm ^ ^ 
sft sftSf 100 ?rf^? ^RdT vSMdtd XT? ’ll 50 MRind dm ^ft xj^ 
xf d# #TT 1 ^Rfe 3T^dT, ^ ^T el^ XJ#n {;^ 3TT^) 

iTcj^ifefTiit dv^ xT^ sT^lfer dim ^ fe^, ^ rNi^ ^ ^ifepi Md'icwi t, 

c^ ^Wt x^ med'^M dd nfer din fd din ^ nstnft ^ ^ 

CiTXdft afTddT ^ 441 d^ ^ ^ t I 31^: dtd ^ ndft smTldt ^ ^ I 

nfe xTTdn drfen ^ dnnd MienM ^cd> dfd 3if^ t ^ ^ x^dtnt n^ 
xt|[^ ^ cT?^ ^ cfv^ m ^ nfel f I 

26 . ^ ^3^ fen t f^ nf^ ^3?qfe tg x?d^ dd^nnd fef>i dte dd 
^n^dT^n 1 ^ dnxj ^ xitf.>RTtcd nn? d^ 15500 ’ft.^. d^ dcfdm ^fdnr d^ yfedi 

v3TT^fi ^ ^ d^Tddf 23000 ’ft ^ df^ dxf fedT dfT dd^dT t I ^ ndd % cferPT 
^dddT xnr ^ v3M,41m ift n# d>^ nd^^ t I STHTdl ^ did dd xpnd ^ dd d^ 
f^rfep dTRXd n# sn fe df^ dsitn ^ din dft xjRf n# d>d nd^n t dt 

'ndd^i^r ^edtr d^ n^ dn nwr t 1 nd^ ^ xTt^^ x^ xijt ^ annmi 
3T?dfen xTTdd ^ dd^d d^tdft 1 ^ t d fe d^ did ^T d^tdft ^ dddd I df^ SddTd %- 
xTlfer ;3TTdTcft XR ^ ^ ift xHd^ cR^ dft xjffeT dftdcT ^fTXd ff ^ 1 

d.2 infebTft gRT dffd 

27. drfeinft ^ ferd^ xr^r^ ^ ^ n1%-ddS d^ ^ fenr t 3ftR ^ dd difd 

M R^l idf ^q^did XR ;fRfrgRf fedT ddl % I 

^ ^' 3Tfefejd dft drn 9 d> (5). ^ MlddH t %# feritdd? d’ftad A 
dlfefjrft ^ fex? n?^ vjtid dRdl 3rtf^ ^ fe ddT ^ ^^c<n d^ dd dR fet ^ Mic^l x^ 
ni% xiiTft ^ dT ?nd?t ^t|Ri ^ dft nmddT t I am: nrfe^ ^ ndei X3nd 
f^Fd ^ t 


• dfi^ feddTcddJ ^cd^ d^ ^radT dimr t dT fenr dirm t ^ ddr xn^d ^ nn^ 

dT ^ndft ^ 4^ RTdTddT t; 

• dfx^ feddT^dd? ^Jcd^ dfr 75Rd fedT dfldT # dT ^ diTdl # eiT ddT d^ 
d^t drr^ dT fddft Jdd^ ^ dft RTdTdnr t I, 


^ dft nmTift O'^iijtxhl' ^r dft nf t I 
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Tr.2.1 ^ 

28. ^ ^ f^PTT^ ^7^ 

^ ^ ift ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 'MHM ^ cl^ ^ 

f^rsrfwsj -TJSHT ^TTcT^ ^ t 3T2TgT ^ ^ '{TF^Vt ^ t I ^ 

^ ^ 1%^jWr ^ cfrr f%gt^ cf^ ^ 6.8 ^ ^ 

TTfer f^^J^icjoSl ^ 6(8) ^ ?TS2fr ^ ohetr ^ t i ^ 

^ ^ ^ 3ft ant %5 3TW4t ^ aftTRcT ^ 44.62 ;gTc7^ sJt I 

29. ^ cm?7TncT ^ ^rrf^ ^ Tfrm 'itr^ 4 cf^t cTfm, 

qf^ci^ ^fPTcft TFfPTRT T?cr w?rmf^cfj' ^ ^ amtR^ ^ irf^ciTcR 

f^ t I cRF M'Rctj-f^cf ^ *** w/^ *** t I 

^.2.1.2 vSrrqH tg W7TRT ^ 

30. ^ ^ 3Tt^t^ ^ 3T^^ 3fr 

3TT| 3ft? 3MT^ ^ ^ vitFTH ^ 3TFM f^ ^ 3RTf^ ^ ^ 3TmT^ 

f%£rf% -^4^ ?tt77T ^ ^ I 3RT; ^TNPT ^ ^ WTT ^ ^ 

t I 

^.2.1.3 ^ ^ ^ 

Z1. y]%m-'^ ^ •dc^7>HJ|d ^ ^TTf^ ^ ?n2T 'JTRcT ^ ^ WTT^ BFT?T, 

cTmcfr ^ 3n?TR ^ ^ ^ MRd^ei'i 

t i 77*Fr(^ ^ *** ^ ^ *** ^.-stRr t I 

xr,2 1.4 

32. vifT^T ^ ?7F^ FHT 5R^ 37tWr ^ Rpr^ft c^ aTJW ?7RTm 

TFP au sfR rntteRt gRT fcj5T7 ttt 7 ?TRim ^ RniWr cF^ ^3^ 

cf^- Tf^ eft I fd" RraWr ^ ^ ^ 'qRch'cH wm^ R^M ^ 

Rrt'rt*^# ^ f^Riiti ^ t? 4 tfi ?r^ ^ifpt 4 ??? cr wnto 3Ft^ ^ 

anm-? w t I 

33. mRtcpRt ^ cf^ f Rlf^c? 3Fft^ ?to ^ 2001 ^ 1294, Ao 3TR ailt ^cT 

mRfcfjRt ^cT 3T^J ^ ^ ^TFRik Wci^ RTRTTcRT A ^ SfcRSTT ^ aft 

1% ?7FrT^ ^ t Rrarf^^ ^ fctRr^ ^ t i 




[^1—•gprgl] 
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34. ^ ^ vjiitn ^ ^ t f^ 

^RTfe 3ftw ^TPlP^ ^ ^ wn C^ i<^ t sfr^ ^ TTc^ 

f^Tcf7 ^ fcT^ 3Tem-3icm m Pitikui 1^ virPTT sT^rfer t. ^ ^ 

^T^cT ^lilM^ ^ 3n^ ^ t I ^ t wM Pl^IdcbT gRT 

?FiTR ^ 3reFT-3T?m ^ ^ cFRU[ Pl^lldcb ^ ^ ’llRd sftTO 

^TmT^=?r ^ 31 oil Rich i^qT mRuiih 3jti<t ^ t I d^orf^ 

c^ ^ 3r5^f ^ ^ #5 ^ C^ WriRT ^ 5T9RRT: 

3Tem-3Tem ^ W t 3fR RmtcRf^ %5 

^ 3Tmrf ^ Pl^^d4> ^ #5 f^diyi^ ^^?qTg C^ ’JTlRd 

3fRTcr ■'5HIHM ^ MRchd-r Wf W ^ 1^ W t I 
Rr^T^ >Heiimd ^ f^j^"iMdiij 

35. i ^ ^ Rftt^ RrnRm xjg M41<^d ^ ;it^ f^o t sfR ^Fhr^ 

^cRqrcr 3 irt ^ -qcf^ f^Rpfrtcn Rpng^ ^ 

3Tc#mT t 3fR Mdleld W # ^ ^ W f ^ ^ ^ \3dlldH t 

^ ^ Rirgf^ ^ c^ w ^ Rr^ ^ err 3fR ^ 

^ 100 yfcRRT W^ ^ W ^ MRclRd ^ fejT W sn, gRT ^TOT t I 

irtR ^ 1?^ i^ar^ ^TT t ^T8 JtR 1 ^ ^TTfctRl^ ^ c^ '»ftcR ^ W ^ 

WTd c^ 3fR ^ f ^ ci> ^8T WT Mirm t i ^ x^ f^Rp^W 

cR^ # vjft 31Rr g^3Tt ^ ^ 3it ^ vicMIdH cfR^ t ful'dcbl ^ 1%^ x^ f ^ 

XTeT cTFTcT XR ^OTT t 3fR xn?? XRT xft sfR 31RI X3?TT^ ^ vJdlIdH ^ ThR^T 
IRrit xmm t I tR 3it ^5 ^RfRci sFf^ *♦* to 3fRxTTi^ ift ***x?Rr^ti 

36. XRT x;RT ^ ^ ^ 2002 R ^^ITRI^ XRT f xft XJel cfR X^ 31Rr 100 3?RRRT 

t vifr xR 3it ^iR ^ R eiRt t i ^ xj^ ^m> IRRrcfj ^ 13fR sirt 
TTIW t ^ x^^ 3it ^ t I 3TefTgT, ^ xr t;r[ xn?7 c^ RTRT 50 XdcRRT 

^»TnR^ R, ^=1TW X^ 3TRI RrRl^ WT ^ ^XRFf 

^iR t Ri>Hchi xft 3jt grf^^ ^ign ***%\ixy^xr^'^xrc^T^ cipm ^ 
X7PTT WT t 3fR cfJiRchdm xR ^it vcJcMIdH sfR ^tWR^ ^ RFm 

XR ^TcjR cFR^TT t 1 

37. XT^ f xft x^ RiRFT ^ftdt cjR ^3^ cfRcfT t 3fR ^ 

xMc^Rt 31!chHl^^ R xifRgf^ XFRc^ 3TRTRT ^RdT t. xft # sn# R *** 

3m.**+ xft X7TT ^ ^ ^ I XJxrtRT ^ RtR xft ^ TRT xfft x^ XTcT XRT 

Xjmx^tXR^sfR^x^fx^x^ 3{T^ t, g?5T 3nxj[^ XRTx^x^x^sfRxRTXRTxftx^^ 
ancft t 3fR ^TXT-3TXT 3n^ ^ XRT f XT ^ 3T]cft t IXRTfxf^x^cfR^x^^XT ^ x^ST 
<Rf^f c2mw t f^RiR ^x^fxT^jnx<Txf[3it^ xrteMR A qRoiRd RJrh xtot t 
3ik t x^ xmr ^ XT xfnr? ^ ^ x^ f xr cRt mw 3nxjf^ ^ xjrrRt t I am: xft 3fr 
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^ 3 fto c[?riT^ cf^ vRMKH- ^ t I ^ 

^ ^ t ^3fr cF^ ^ ^^fPTT ^ 

eTFm ^ I ^ ^ x^ TjjfcT: HFm ^ t ^TTf^ ^3Tt 

Cf^ cFtItrt W TmT% ^ ^ ^ ^IW-'ld 3TT£TK ^ t I 

38. ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ST t ^ ^ ^ ^TT?JN W ^mcTT t I 51^ WH^ ^ 3Tt 

^ W ^ 1%TrR ^ OTTR 90 t, t 3?t ^ ^ W ^ 

dWT 10 Mfcl^ld t I t ^ ^ 3TEp ^df^chld I^FTTJf (f ^ ^ 

Tm vJ€m t, SRT qr^MdllH ^ ^ ^ ^5TE?r t ^ 3TT^ 

"^dcTE cT^f TRE5t HFId ^ ^ST dc^f^lill ^ ^ ^ cf^ t I ^ ^ ^ 

^TtfcT^ ^ #T 3T^ M ^ ^JdTT^ ^ cRdT t vJd^Kd Tl^ ^TdE^ ^ ^ 

t ^ 3T^ ^ ^ ^TRd ^(fld ^ ^3TRn t I WTT^ cTFTd ^ 

■ddTETH *** 3TE.;^R^ ^ ^ ^ fcT?^ t^tT sTT I 

39. -El^ filKifR T[ iJlf^4td ^ Tft 56 - 02 ^ ftiM c^ dl^dK ^ W ^ 

f!r> t Rf^ili *** sfr I ^ ^ I V ^ jM ^ ^ dtl^ 

WT 3td^ t, ^ ^ ^ W W err, ^ 3?t 3TTf C]^ *** 9^t I 

fiRT-1^ ^Ed't W ^ f I im? ^ d eft WW Cj^ 2ft 3fk d ^ 

ejMt 2ft, ^ ^cHT^ ^ ^ sftcE ^ ft 4ddlcdc|5 ^ ftr ^ ^ 

^ ^ f I 3T^ TTT?^ ^ ]Tmf^ c^tm cTFSTK ^ ^Timfe ^ I cftqftt ^ Tfftt 

^d^ldd HPm ^ 3ft^ cfftEcT ftr 3Tto 9ft 3ft^ ft *** 

om.^gT^ftt.dd # I 3tdft#JT %sm, ^ eTFm, ^aTcp 3ft^ 

^edft eft fep^ fftfftrftF XR" ^THrftftjRt ^ 'HdjlHd eft tT^rnTf 3T^Hfft ftt ^ ^ I 
TRTftturft cfn sft^ chK^iHi gR wn^ ^ *** ;ftft ftt.dd 

cRdT t I 



mum 


4jK«HI eJI'^ 'Ml'HM 

ftt.^^ ft 


"'SldM/ftt.^ 


%*% 

♦ + ♦ 


Ji« + + 


(^) xr^ j 

40. ftt ^ f XT, ftt XT eftxftftfti cPT XT^ 'mrr t 3ftY ^Rclcb i^^idij 

fftdff ft t ^ ^fttzT oSTrcRTTfft^ g^fft^mftd ft tf?^ch) 3TR xftg BHTcITFT 

ft xft^rarrft Iftwr ifttftfftcft) 3fk xicft^ ft^ ft Tsrrftft^ ftsjft xFTRftdftt ft 

TTTT^ cRdT t I HFm c2TgT2TT3ft ^ ftf^T^ TTrnsft gRT ^ x^riftt 

t I ^ fftfftrftxTT ^RTftt cft^ftfttx^tVf^^ ^TEjfft ^TfeTT ^ 

c[RdT t I 
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41. ^ I T? ^ tTHT ^ RRh^ui ^ ^ I y'liflc^M ^ I 

^ ^ ^ xr^ ^ ^ 50 - 50 t, ^ ^ WRft-1 #? 

^ si'r ^r MRcil^d WT It I 3111^1^chTilart ^ ^ t? ^ im ^ 

an 3tk !M#n Cf5t 3TTf^ wr ^ ^ ^ 3TmK elTyTR f^jf^ 

witn ^ tc|^ 3Tnjf^n7^3^ ^ cj^ vifT# 

^ stf^ czmw nr ^ ^ 2002 ^ t t^RT^r ^ f ^T, ^ 

^ 3Tt cf^ 3Tnjf^ ^ xJt cF 5T ddlKH 3fk ^ ^ f T^ 

cim I ^ f T^ nrt^ nm ^ stl^n ^ nr nfer^ ^ ^ 

3TKnftn XRT ^ |t nn cfR ^^rwr an I^rt^ nr^trf^ cTpm 

^ ^ ^ ?nf^r^ t I oonw ^ ^^isncT ^ 

7 n^f ^ ww^ ^ t 1 ^ f T? ^ wn^ fl^ emit fcm^JR 

oUcR^n 3^7 f^RT ^ ^ ^ 3tcRtd cn^ t I ^ 1 ^ 3^7 ^ trT f t? 
f^n wnj f 3fk fn^r cnnw ^ finin' 5 ?^? ^ 7n?n n# t 1 

42. ^ 1 ^ I^IMr ^ ^ pn ^ TRTIT? ^ *** 4t.^ 

f%nTj^ ^r ^ nTn5tafr3ft?Tft3Tt3nf^ ^fhnn nRn *** 4 t.en nn Md %nT 
an I Rf^iii 'HRcT vPT^ f^n^M W erwr **% fl^ t 1 ^ trt # 17 ^ 

^sft nn 3M4ln Icnm an 31 ^ vjhci^] ^3ff ^ nn. 

fcjRn an 1 

43 . 3Td: ft f T^ Cf5t ddlKd dnncf ^ 3Tt n^t cTFTd, ^ 3Tt cf^ tRT ^ ^T 

n 1 ^^ clfoin MRci<^41ii ^ RnrfRn fciPinWi n^ 

3nn 3fk n*t-nRq^-i 'ennd n^Rid t I cSRft, f^n^r ^rnwr f^nr 

dT<^ tciwT nnnt^ 3fR nwiRr^ wrfem nn nfcRid 1 %^ ^nf^rn an, 

vfr? Tjzn an i 3fd5^Tln HM'ni^, cRTd ^ dniifll^d 

^ n^'xnd cpt>«gMi ^Rrmpd RRnrjdN ^:“ 



■^cbi^ f^rfjJt cit)qd 


e|>l'^<dHI {Jl'i 

^.■en ^ 




♦ ♦ * 

%)|ci|c 

♦♦♦ 



44 . 17 ^0 1294/2001 ‘^TxJdH ^^ndTcRI c^ 3nt?T 1% ■>dlHI->M ^ R l ^ldch ^- 

f^rflr^d ^ t, ^ 3T5^RUT ^r Rmr^ ^ ^ ddn^ %5 inRn 3fRTd ^rmnd 
^ nn Rmtdn^ ^ 'mihm ^ 3n£rR ^ndn ^ ^ qRcbHH nm 

t I f^raWf ^ 3Tm-3Tm mdd cnr Rrqm n5^ ^ ^rmnn ^ d;eRT 

3Tm-'3TeR RmWi %5 Md ^^tdd ^ wf t I ^ 5nnR RfdtRd ^rmnd 

*** dTeRdT *** n1% f^t.dd t i 



dd t it 
nd 

it nd t 

diRn 3itdd 



♦♦* 

*** 
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45. ^ ^ Pl^jdcbl ^ ^ ^Tll^ ^ 

^aif^cbiRch t I ^ f^ nm ^ 

3#fRT ^ f^ WU t f HTcTint, 4k[, cJirfi 

^ TRKfr^ ^ ^ ^ 315^ ^ t I C^ eTT^^ 3?^^ 4 

^ ^ 3r3^ t 1^ 3 twM ^ ^ 

3j^ ^ ^ 3fl^ fMci cfW ^ Trrfli? I 3mF^t^ M ^ 

f^ ;TTf^cf^ ^ c^ ^ tjfeK cR^r c^ 3mrt ^ 

■mfe 3ft^ f^Rrf?T ^ 3TW^ t I 

^.3.1 T? ^mfcT 

46 3ft^ *** 3TH.^T^ ^ ^ ^ eft ^ t 3ik 

^TTOlvddl ^ ^ ^ f^cT cfW *♦* ^5Tc^;rf^ t I 

^.2.2 ^y>4hi ^ l^rafH ci5k^ 

47. HT^T 3frTO *** 3TH.^TeR ^ ^ ^ ^ c^f ^ t 3#^ 

Tmmt^ ^ i[T^ cITOIHT ^ fM?T *** t I 

^.2.3 f^nxj^ McT 

48. f^RTiy ^ Cf^ f^RlfcT ^?ft 3TTcf^ m 

^ 3ik fM?T cl^ke ^ f^rx^TTpR I^ElhxJT IcJt^ t: 

Cfj. 

49. Xr^fi^X^^xf[3Tr3TT^l^g^M^X^X^i|cR f^ STT I xft 3Tr 

3TTt ^ ^ ^ (T[R^ ^ t^t^c^v{)*** ^ f^rqf^ *** 

"Jn ^ t^mfefi CR 3.3 yfrigid STT 1 *** ^ft."^ ^ 6[^ ch^H^I 

^ *** ^ 3ik *** cR x^ ^ 

^ f?t^ ^ 5IT I ^ fctf^RT X\^^, f^/cf541^H/^lt41^I elFTH, 

jf5T^ IRR^ 3nviC<^ivdn3 Hlef^HI, cT^, ^fPH, xrr^ ITSOT X^ 

~dI'dd ^dfSd, X^ ^e4> X^ cTFKft ^ ^T^TTR THTT^flXir^ ^ft vdid cjft 

x\i aft I Pf^ m f^raf?T ^[fWef ^ ^ ^ eft 3ff? 

^ ^K^Kf ^ 7^ XT^ Tfif^ 3f[^ f^pjfd <lftTRT *** 3TH.^5Tc^ Pi% 
Tff dd t I 
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t^d^UI 

«leR/xft.^ 

pRl^d <l>l♦^d 

«« 

4R ^l^l^l1^Jl=T 

♦ ♦♦ 

«ni'«af»i] SK Plijfd 45)*id 

♦♦* 


s 

50. ^ ^ ^ f Tj cznxTT^ ^ ^ jmK xjgil 

^Tienn^ c^ Pmfer ^5W?r ^ wzitxjH f^. ^ «it 5f^ fci>Tt 

^ 3Tc(5^ ^c(^ ^ WfT^^ ^ #:- . •; 


Wqyui 

«im/4l.<R 

f^d g^tHd . . • 

♦♦ 

4>xi ^ifraixjn 


dK^ar-ii siv cpl*id 

♦♦♦ 


TT, %m5^ ^ P rat dcg 

51. 3F? f^rziWf ^ ^ ^ XT^ t ^ ^ f^mfd 

£1^ ^I3HT ^ Md ^3f5Wd ^ 'M ^ eft ^ sft I 

W.4 ^\^^-i 

^.4.1 ^ xfw xj ^ incH Tirf^ 

52. ft TTT^d xnfuR ^ '^iRcbdd XJ? XOTT^ #5 RratRd 

f^r^ftcT ^ 3imR XR ^K^Mi gR ^ tr ?nRd 3iW fWd ^5Wr 

^ ftfRiT t I xtrh xiif^ *** ^gr^ ylcT ftt.ed 7n is.oe xrf^r^RT t ^ 

STRTf^ t I ’ 

xr,4.2 ^ xn^ ^nf^ 

k 

53. ]TTflj^5T^ ft XTT^^T HTf^d ^ XfRchdH MRchf^d WTR7 xj^ Xjft RftftRd 

^ 3TOR XR g^R ^ tr WTT^ xj^ Xjft 'HlRd 3ft^ Rrqtd 

fhcT f^ t I xttch xt] 1^ *** ;giRR jrRr ftt.sd th 0.40 alft^ t L 


5089 GI/07-*8 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Pact I—Sec. )] 


4.3 ^ 

64. 3jW ^=fTRT^ ^ chK<dmi-IR ^ ^ ^ 

^5^ ^ wn ^ t 1 Hif^H H<!hwi^H4) % i 

^ ^ ft) ^iqvc Ri ^ ^ ftrfft. ft) ^=irRp^ ^ ^ ftftr^ #n ^ ft> 

ftrfRm) ftfli^, ^ MRyiiHW'i«)M m ^\f^ H<*)Ki^<t) 11 ^ ftrq nrf^ 

m Wkui *jtT% 3jW ^TFTRI cT^IT ^Hl4lv)H ^ ^ R^ldkhl ^ ftlfRT 

c^tHcT ^ ^ ^ ^ ft)^ "w t I ^ srsf)R ^nftFT **** Tift ^ 

0.457c t I 


^.5 ^nf^: 


v5?tn^ 


Pl</ld4) 

MieR HI^Sn 

MreR RTf^ % 

«ci’< ^v>h<5) 

Rclf^^d 



*** 

18.96% 


viimiR 


xjn'd ;iiqftj cp <fl'<ii <i>l5 Pi4ia •!& 

iflftflld 



♦♦* 

-5.39% 

afn?) 



*** 

-6.19% 



3F?I 

t$** 

0.45®/o 

300(M000 



**« 

0.40% 


STR^ft)! ^ vicMK ^ submit ^ RIHefl A ftsflft^T 3Tft^ 

^ MRd #RT ^ SiftEf) t I 

55 . 3TR^ ^ inf^ 31^ftch t I ^ ^ ftPTT^? ^ ^ ^ 

^u || ^(t? zn KPJc^t TFIT ^ STf I ^ 31^ ^ vjPTH ^ ^ f^RT Tff' SIT 3ft7 

^^rfePT. ^ ^ ftlT g^RT^ W | Rd T# ftjm ^ ^ I Mlft^ ^ 

Cfj^ f ft) ft^ ftufl^ch 4 cl^HH HlftlH cll^ft^ ^ "R# t ^5(frr 31^ 
^ ^ T# 1^ ^ felft ^ ^3Tft) TITW ^ ^ ^ ^ ft^gr WRT 

3ftf$RT ^ t I 

«ft TJ4 cbKUll^cb ^ratl : «ft ^ ftw^dT 

56. medM R^hicIcH ^ ft^ 11 ftHT5^ t: 


«fft m ftsfRur: 




























[^mi—^prgl] 
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(ll) f^Prfe: ^ ^ ^ vRuuh ^ ^ 1^ ^ 

^T TTR^T ^ siFjm ^nft?T ^fT ^ 5if!r ^Tpmr t amr ^ uilR^n;?^ t 
^ ^?r?r ^ 3T^5f 11 

(5!) ;nft^ ^€fm c}^ ft 5rf!r, >3ftm ^ ft/5rf!t ^ yfrf^. 

^^PiaFT ^ ft 4R^45 tot cfsn 4TfeT SHTOt T?4 5rf!r ^ #4 cbKOTTi*Ti*> TO^T 451 f^t/OT 
45^ ^ 3n^ ^ TOT, ^T!!^ TOTT7 4 ^TTO 4^ 4^ ^445t 49fiTcT ^ 5TTO 3lt^ ^ 

4^ff3ff ^ vJ4n44>I 4^ ^ ^rT?it ^ yiTO 4«n Rto4^ ^ II 

I^T^ioI ^ 33l^'Hxw| 4... ft>4T vjiiv^Ml I 

57. f^fT4^ ^ 3T5^ n 4 ar^r^rr 45^ ^ t 5Tf!r ^ f^refR^ ^ ^ #Tt 45^ 4^ff^ ^fih? 

(4^ 4TfeT 3TTTOt 4?^ ttpTT sfhf TOT4 jm^^ ^ ^T^ 41^ ^ ^Jc4t 4^ 
4TfeT 4>T JITO (^) STO ^ v5^r44)[ % vJ4TI44>1 4^ ^ SrWT^ % 

;iTO I f%4TO^ ^ STfJfET- II (ii) ^ Prnf^f^d TOTO t : - 

(iii) mfer arr^r^ft 45t tot ^ ^4 4>^ fr? ^ to 4^ f^m 4^ 1^ to 

4Tfe 3TTTOt ^ ^^\ cfr ^ ^ STTO TOT ^ vJcMIcid 3TTO ^ TO4 TO4^ ffe 

ftr t I 43^iTt 4^ 4TfeT 3TT4T^ ^ 4^TTg ^ ^T^ET 4 Mlf^lchl^l % 4^ 1% TO ^T^d 

3TT4T^ 4T ^ f^TT^T ^ 3TTOT ?IT^ ^ 4dT)4H 3TTO ^144 ^ TO4 ^ TO4^ ffeft t I 
4^ 4rf^ aTTTOt ^ TO4 ^ W A 4Tf ^^ ^ 4^ % TO TOT TOT4 

4T4T4 ^ 4^ ^r 4TfeT 3TT4TcTt ^ ^Jc4t A TO^t 45144 45^ ^ t 3T«T4T TO.?4 

4^^ ^ 3TT4T4t 44 5I4T4, 3TTOT, ^ TO TO4^ 4fi4T 4^ TO 4>^ ^ fcTXJ t 3T«T4T 
^ 3TTOT 4T^ TO4^ ff^ ^ %4>^ ^ ^ t I 

f^W4cft ^ ^3^ II 3Tr*t % ift 414414 t 

(iv) “ 4?fr4 4^ 4TfeT ^ 4TO ^ ^ 45^ TO4 4ftr4 451 l^lf^ 4^ 4TO 

41^ 3Tlf^ 4«n 4<J>d4>l 44 3^4TTO ?ITfter ^ 4T^ fvRTT 

oTTtr, 44TTO, 41^ f|#, 44TT4454T, f%%9T 4^ 344 4T «I44T 44 44^ 4 4rR4ft4> 4^ 441^4 
45Jft, clWr 4^ 44T4 ^TTO, 4T44 ^ 4Tf^ 45t TOT, 44>4 441?; ^ 

4r5!4f^^ 44 TOf^d H47Kl^ch 4TO.. ^vjTTO TO^, ff% ^ 4^ 45t CTTO ^4Tftcf t f’ 

1^.1. f|4TO 45ff ^ 

58. 4^ 4lJm ^ 4^ ft4T t 1M44> ^T%4 ^ 5Tf!r 44 ^^cTTO 4^ 44 TOlft4 

4414 ^ £{14 ^TP4 3T^rfe4 t, 4f^ 4144M 4^ 4144? ^ ^ I 4T44M 

cFTT^ ^ TO 4^^ 4lfr4 g5t ^ ^414 f3lT 41 4fr TO TO 44 4it44> t % 4TOR % 


/ 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


^3^ JHM gifer Rifidch Tt % t 

»i^f wsR? '3n^, ^ \3eiVi ^ w% I 

59. 3T^ f$d«s|<^ ^ ^ ^ cT^ t ^ cf5F^ Pltq^H ^EIR ^ qj ^ 

3pft cr>i4 v5'«<^ ^ 3TiJl+ldl3lt ^ ^ ^ ^Tcft ^ 

affTTOt ^ ^ t I ^ ^ 3i^;w? «Tf^ ^ ^eir si^ ttpj^ Pi'iicid 

JRfifRT ^ t, f^RI% ^ dl^lfcld^ Rchidl W TO>dT t ^ ^ «Tf^ 

in^ ^ WR gt t I ^itr^T % ^ ci^ t % Pi«fM4j k d«iT «Tf^ 
SEIFT W EIT, 3T?T: ^ ^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ 

^ t 1 

Bf.2. MiRicbl'fl 5RT^ 

60. RTf^m5I^ % TT^ §RT 3iq^ R^cidl i[ ^ ^ tR felT t ^ 

^ ^ ^ tj^ ^ «Tf^ ^ ^ ^ wr&chl'a ^ ^5T cl^ ^ 

61. Mll^chl'Ji % ^ f^ ^ ^ RPi v3^R ^ Ruflilch t 3lk^I^^lfHT 

^ 1^ «Tf^ ^ 3IT^)d^ ^ ^ TC^iM f^4Hlc|<?n ^ II (iii) ^ 3T5^RR ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^trut ^ ^ afk "zm 3Tf?rw t rrh ^ 3it^ ^ 

TTFT^ ^ ^3^ ^T RtflRd 1[S ^ ^ f I 

1 

62. «Tf^ f^?cmR ^ JRfRHl^ Mlf^cbl’5] % ^ qjf^ 3TPIRft ^ ^TRIT ^ 

^ v^ejVl ^ ^ "JR!^ ?T8n ^^I^ cj^lHdl ^ RRWTT ^ ^ 3RR ^ xjfiNl ^ ^ I ^ 
3lf^ ET2TT 174 «Tf^, ^ ^ ^ ^ cbWU||^c[> ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Plifldl ^ 'd^JKIdlct? tn^ TTlf^ f^EfiRd || t «Tf^ ^ f^^feTW c[)KU|ldIct> ^ 
vSfiNl ^ 5ntfvpn^ ^PRd Pl'i/ldl ^ HiRd 3TRITd ’THT ^RT ^ I 

^nfer 3iRRit ^ T{m ^ wm wn m ?Rm 

airamsfot 

63. #5fhft3nt ^ ^ ^ #^c[R 3n^ f ^ 3 ?^ ^ ^rr™ 

39072000, 39072010 W 39072090 ^ STd^ ^J%RT ^ f I ^ >3dIK ^ 
^F^dTR^ t 3I?T: ’TRIT, ^ W sf^RT ^TRIRf ^ Wrr ^ «41vjHI^ 

^ ^ ^ STRITcit ^ ^fnftR ^ W t, ^ clJilch>^U| ^ ift ^ I ^ {f\i \\ ^i ^ 

Rpftd^ % ^TRd ^ ^ R^fldl ^ '^^f^d 31^5% dMd^ ^5^ t, f^PT^ ^TRIT ^ ^ WRT 

mf^ ^ ^ ##f?t3nt ^ ^ ^ 3IT^ ^ StRTcP f, 3T^: ^ 3TT^ ^ 3PPTRIT W t 




I[^i—•gpiri]_arawRor_ 21 

^ ^ 4 *»fit 1 1 w ^tritct wuj 

^ ^ t, fuRi^ sfl^ f5ri5fT5^ t: 


^!^Wff 3ffgjcf 

2002-0:t 

2003-04 

2004-05 

E^gg^il 


vdOliq 311^10 


H^IHH 

w {^. e^ 

953136 

10491.80 

12992.14 

13795.06 

15249.18 


4190.<M) 

5514.14 

9086.87 

11377.88 

12262.62 

«nlMq/4t. 2^ 

43966 

52557 

69941 

[HTSSill 

80415 




^»Tr5TT (4t. 2^ 

586:62 

■iS^ 

6101.00 

• 9622.13 

11076.25 

^ (efra ^) 

346.38 

1845.03 

4163.56 

7945.08 

8829.83 

'2^ 

59048 

56614 

68244 

82571 

79719 

5><H iHiqidt fl^l 

6.15 

31.06 

46.96 

■ESISl 

72.64 

3?R ^ arranr 



qRT (4t, '2^) 

8946.CI1 

7232.84 

6891.14 

4172.93 


^5R(crw^) 

3844.78 

3669.11 

4923.31 

3432.80 

ci5lHd/*ft. '2^ 

42978 

50729 

71444 





64- 5rTf^4>l'^ ^ ^ ^ 2002-03 ^ ^ 6% ^ aifRTcT ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^kPT ^ ^ 3TRKT ^5Tm: 3l9ii 47% 73% ^ fwR^ 3???lf^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ "^rt I qa*iM ufN ^ ^JeiiPld ^ # oTsfiRT -sHvAd, ^ im. 

cran ^'STPTTcft ^cfPi t I ^ ^ ^ ^:%f, ^ ^ 

3TFTTcft A 2002-03-^7 94% «TT sfR ^ 3?^ ^ ^ 27% ^ 

W I 3?T^ ^ 3fgm 3RI ^ ^ 3TPTRt ^ sf^RT ^tNt ^Tfit 3Rf& 

^ cfr ^ ^ ^Rr ^ ^ ^ ^ sJt Sfk 2004-05 

3TfeJ^^ I uHR 3Rf^ ZfUft ^it STR ^ ^ STRIcft ^ ^ W sft ?T8Tlf^ 

^ 31^ >d0^0414 8n I 3it^ Pl</iaq^,^ 'qxj^i TR 3iiyiRa 3TR7% ^ ^?ftct ^ vffcT 

3?^ ^ cJRr ^ ^ 3|RRf^ ^ A sSt I 


65^_ ^ ^ 3fRTRt ^ ^■ "iT fejT W t 3jk SleR-STfR ^ c^ ixfkr Ah T J > HH t : - 


miiiM 

2002-03 

2005-04 

2004-05 




*- 

. 

. 

imHHH 

^HI^H 

(A), z^) 

390.36 

420.00 

332.43 

1418:17 

^ zm 
z§ 

^ (cirRJ ^) 

256.7(L 

267.12 


mam 



63600 

* 80556 

82870 

yiiqidl *1 

66.54 

12.89 

5.45 



yel STTmql ^ 

4.10 

^umiiiQ^ 

2.56 

/ 

9.30 

wimHsiraii 






^»Tr5rT (^it. ^) 


5.82 



■HI 

(c^’RJ ^) 


3.31 

20.53 
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THE GAZETIIE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


fPAicrl^—^c. 11 


^ . ._ . 

c|>l*id/4T. 


56816 

64161 



^I<llfl1 ^ l^’Wil 


O.IS 

0.52 



^d ^Niol ^ (B'Wli 


0.06 

0.25 



it 3ITOIH 






Hrarr (41. 

l%.26 

2781.14 

2159.47 

4434.00 

5888.12 

*1^ (di<a ^) 

89.69 

1542.96 

1441.38 

3696.34 

4581.08 

q51*id/4t. ^ 

45699 

55479 

66747 

83364 

77802 

Mif^d ^iTTziRfr 4 toi 

33.46 

85.34 

35.40 


53.16 

- 

3>d ^JTTqRfr 4 

2.06 

26.51 

16.62 


■ESI 







^rarr (41. ^) 


52.00 

3577.10 

■lE^SSi 

H 

(dl<3 ^.) 


31.64 

2433.85 

3073.51 

dW/4t. 


60848 

68040 

81526 



1.60 

58.63 


34.04 

f d ;iTT2JRfr 4 f^^l 

■■■ 

0.50 

^ _£S3-j 

27.53 

be- 

24.72 


66 . 

• ^ ^ 3ngR ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TRmt m 66.5% SH. Wech>i 2004r05 ^ 

6 % ^ ^ wxr 13% ^ ^ l ^ aiPiitft istciw ^ w 

^ ^ 3nw. ^ 2002-03 ^ 4.1% 2004-05 ^ WcR 2.56% ^ ^ 

^ 5^: 9.30% ^ I 

• 2002-03 ^ 3lk ^ ^ viifTTTFf ^ ^Tm\ ^ 2IT ^ 3i?TR*T 3T^ I 

• f^rm^ ^ 3TmRT 2002-03 ^ ^ifc^ ^ ^ Sisfm 85% ^ 

53% ^ I ^ 3TRRft SmiR ^ 3RfRT 2003-04 ^ 10 ^ 

^ 2004-05 ^ tldcIT^ 16% ^ W ^ 3T^ ^ 39% #1 W I 

• ^ STTW ^ 2003-04 ^ HT^ 1.6% 2004-05 59 % ^ ipcj Slk 

3T^ Tt if qrf^ 3TRKTt ^ 34% ^ I ^ 3TRT?Tt ^ ^ W ^ ^ 

^ HWT 25% sn I 

67. RnfeiR^d fcT^cm ^ ^ ^ ?faTT fm ^ ^ 

^1^C[R WT ^ 3ITcF>c^ ^ ;^tv5M3TTtW ^ 'rff^clK 3TT^ m WfHT WJ] t. 

^ smfel ^ f^i/idchl ^ 3Tf^ irg^ ^ t I ^srrf^. win % sn^ ?nf^ 
^ Tm% \ 

(cu) sinimir 

68. W ^ ^nfer STFTTcft ^ ^ 51^ t, ^ ^ W ^TTfef STRT^ 1^«T 

^ ^ STST^ vJ'^Tcf^ 8T8^m ^ ^«T ffe it t I 























































[UPTI—TEP>^:i] 
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69. ^ ^ WTT ^ ^ ^ tM ^ 

^ ‘*TRcT 4 3?Rrat ^rar ^ i 


ifH<ju^ (m. zw ^) 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004^5 


^cT 3?r!ncr 

9531 

10492 

12992 

12199 


100 

no 

136 

128 

fl^«g ^Vit ft 3ll^Id 

587 

3253 

6069 

8861 


100 


1039 

1510 

V -- <v ^ 

«** 

*«* 

.♦♦* 

**« 


100 

124 

114 

125 


«** 

•*♦ 

««* 

*«« 

^•41«i«q 

100 

116 

126 

126 

v5d1i«H 

*** 

««* 

f\ r> r>- 

*«* 

*♦♦ " 


3rT^[mfcm> snsTRiR^rPJ^tficT; ^frir^^"i3n^j^f®iii|^ 


70. jnl^Jgjr^ ^ ^ -m (^«<<^ 4, ti^ feft 125 ?rtt ^ sTRmft 128 

^ 5ef^ er^ amfir 126 ^ |t ^ ^ ^ ^TRicft Jf 

14 "5^ f1^ ^ tjI I 3T^T^ 2004-05 ^5^ ^ 3Rf^ ^ ^ ^ STRT^ 

4 snt, ^ «Tf& smfr ^ ^ ^ fer srmTcft 4 i4 ^ ^ 4§t 

Tit I 3TcTmT. 2004-05 4§t ^cRT 4 ^ 3mf^ ^ ^ ^ STRRff ^ 

3TTt, ^ ^5Tfcr ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^TW 3Rl^ ^ ff^ ^JT ^ ^ ^ I A 2004-05 3TTt PRT^ 

vjfm 8Rf& ^ ^Nh ft>7 ^ Tfji BTcTff^ ^ 4 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ aft I 


(^) gft ijg ^TSfR w 4rwR<b gan ; 



2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 






4>) ft 

«** 

*«* 

>*« 

**« 


100 

476 

822 

1194 

^) 3F2T 

' «*« 



*«« 

■<^04 

100 

69 

62 

30 

n) ^ simnr 

««« 

**i^ 

«•♦ 

4>«« 


100 

95 

1Q8 

101 


««« - 

♦** 

■*** 

««« 


100 

106 


99 

Ml(^d ^RTcT/^l^cJ^ ^Vr m 

7.44 

32.34 

59.32 

89.13 




71. jrrf^cfjT^t ^ ^ ifFI ft ^ffFT cf>r fl^ 2002-03 ft 46.7% ft 0.6% 

^rh? 3R® ^ cFm 46.i%» an, arFmft ft ?R5^ ff^ |t aft i 3R1 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I— Sec. 1] 


^ ^ siRirat cF5r d!r ^ 50 % ^ i4.87^» ^ w ^ ^ f^Rm^ 

^ ^ STFIRft ^ 7 t| I trRuTFTRr^ srmR ^ ^ ^ 

^ 8TRmit ^ ^ "5^ |fl( ll t. ^ ^ 3jfcr?RT ^ ^ ^ “ ^nfer 

SimRlt ” ^ ff|[ 8RI ^ ^ STFimt ^ 3Tfit^ ^ 7 t|, ^ ^ ^ 

it I 

n) isnrai, T^ OTcn ^ diwRcb ^if^d wm 

7Z ^ ^ ^ ^ «RTm. WTT^, SRRTI wfPT ^ ^ 

tR;trrf^ 3iRn?ff ^ ^ ^ t I 



2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 


armn 

11250 

11250 

11250 

11250 

vJWIcJH 

*** 

«*« 

*** 

»«* 


100 

128 

130 

126 

fifm^ (%) 

*•* 

*** 

*** 

*** 

>!ii41<<«d 

100 

128 

130 

126 

^ ^ (ift. CT) 

*** 

*«* 

«** 

«** 


100 

_^_.. .. - 

116 

___j 

126 

*_• 

126 

f^\jnut[; yfra >^v^’rflJiii|tRT i 

7 3045%; #:# 



73. ^ ^ f^ «Tf^ 3mfir ^ ^ ff^ it. ^ 

^?5nw 5RRn 3TTfMfe ^ ^ I «Rm ^jmfnr ^ 2004-05 ^ 130 ffe ^ ^ 

^ 3T^ 4 ^ ’TPJoft Piyicie 3nt I f^lclci ^ «l|c|vjJ^ci viM^M 3IWR c[^ ^ 

3Rrf& ^ 18% ^ ^ I Mlf^l4)l^ ^ ^ vd^H Tl^ ^ ^ cRTTFT 

3TRn 31^: 3TPjf!f ^ ^ ^ ^ fcTV ^TRIRT ^ I 

"^.2.2. lllf^ OlWRff elJT 45)*ld JRR 

^ 3^k ^ 

74. ■GT^ ^ ^nfel 3TRKft ^ TTHm ^ t, Rlf^4>|^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 31^1^ 

^ ^ t % W ’Hm A W^ ^ A ^Tlfer SIRITcft ^ ^ecRl^ 

|t 13RraT cRH H 3[mmt ^ srro ^ ^3^ ^iWt 3RmT ^ ^ 

elHT 3TSim ^ t. ^ 3R?Rn vic^’TlAI ^ ^ I 

75. f^?em ^ ^ ufm ^ ^ f?P ^ ^\^ ^ ^FTR *^3^ ^ ^ 

pel’ll Hif^^ 3TRirat cf>i>^(j[ ciT)*ia Q5cS^ 3T2Tcn ci^*ici % 3r8Rrr 

™ ^ 3TFTmt ^ ^5RTI[ Tt Tf^ 3nt t 3T2M ^ ff|[ ^ ^ ^ t # 3RISIT 

^ ^ ^ ■m% 3fhTcf n3WT^ cTFRT. .?nf^ (TpTRT3R^ 

^ ^rfcRfl^ ^^trm ^ ^ 3TRITcTt ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t 1 
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76. ^ q5t afiTO chw^pn sR ^ ^ ^ ^ 

W 3TFn^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t ^5R% ^ 1^^. 

cfTi^t^r 3tk ^ ^ <?jr ^ w 11 ^ ^ ^ 

fcRct^r ^ Hlf^ct STPHcft ^ ^cFIT q5t ^rfcT ^i%cf c|7l*id, f^T^ 

cF^t ^oUlRld cTFTcT 3^7 v3i^ T? ^ ^ SQfH ^ ^ cT^t^T^ ^ ^ 

wr f^ErfRcT STT, ^ ^ ^ sjt I ^f7k?r ^ ^^Icb'^uf Mrit q5t ^ 

^ q5t f|jj9\ Mifi?|q1 q5t q5t f^f^<iff q5t ^ ^frm ' 

q>t 2ft I 


W4w^ (mif/^.^) 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 



77530 

68616 

82738 

9219! 

'{i4t«i.g| 

100 

89 

107 

119 

3«ftn Pr^H M Hift^ 

*>t>* 

**:4i 

** * 

♦ ** 

■;g;^c.g 

100 

103 

125 

136 

RstH 'cTineT 

>lt** 

«** 


*** 


100 

94 

102 

112 

■^>tncr 

I)!** 

♦♦♦ 

*** 


^jpTeT ^ftft % 

WBSM 




arfft chH^ei 




*** 

WT 




*** 

WT % 




15-20% 


1 . 3TR ^ aiFTTcft '5ft tF|xr gfttfH 2. 3n^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


-^S^, mi 

77. MlRjcr?!'^ ft fttS" TTcpft STT^JN ft?I ^ STFITcft ^ '(^^leTdg H§'c< 

ft 2002-03 ^ WRT 119 ?Tq> afk fftc[^ ?nf^ ft 136 cT^ ^ ^ 2ft I ^ 3Tqfft 
^ jRftcio ^ ft, tt|^ ^ fftgeT fftaft isrf^r ft 37lft^ ^ 2n, ^ cfftf cfft^r^ 

^ t I M(5>eH ^ WRT ft ^ fft^n t fftj qft^ ^ 7t^ 

OTjft ttm 3fl7 cfftjl^ ftqtft fftftq ftft ^ iTcftcF^ fttft qft 

cfftrr^ 7r qR^ \ n 2 Trfft, mf^m^ ft ftt^ fft^n f^ ^ arftq? ft?fr ft srpncft ^ 

cFft Weft t dft ftqq ^ ft^ w ft fftRH Wen 

t I nft 2003-04 ^ft^qR. nf^T ^ fftf^ qft wncT ft ftt aftftq? 7 ^ t I nrfftcnrft ft 
ftt t fft) xrfw nftncT nft teft wncT ^ ferr ft 7^ t i 

OTin c^ arfft ftleT efftn^ w fftift^ 92191 w? ^ n|^ ^ ^ Trftfe 
^iqieHir ^ 3 nft?r, ftft? ft. : 1294/2001 ^ arjqrcH ft ftm amfft ft *** w? iftft ftt. 
^ ^ ft fftRTT t mfft? nR nftn^ n? 15-20% ^ fthr 7ft i nrofttn fftpift 
qft'Hel ^ vi^l^l W 3 ?nnT Sftn^ *** 'JW? ft I ^ qftneT n 7 , ct^Hd ^7 yei 
feft ^cTct 0-3 ntcmcT ftiftt I mm str ft fftlMr nft 

wneT ft 112 qft g^.ft 136 q 51 ^ fft ft ^ nftn^ ^ nftf fsn ft ! 

3TwnT, TOfft arfft smlft ^ n?ft ■ft nftt ft f^rfft ^jfteT: ^ ^ wr 

^ftcbyiir ftt nftf pn ft I 


5089 G1/07—4 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I— Sec. 11 


Jf.Z 3RI chKcbi eft 

78. ^ 3Tsfe aft? 1%# ^ 

ciiwl^ch aft? f^ci'e eft 3?T^ ^ ^ cii;(^(^^- 3 ft? Tmifer ^ ?tt2t 

^ eft Tlf sft aft?^^f^ W 2TT % 

❖ ^ 4 cT^ 2004-05 ^ ^ ^ ^ aT^ ^ ^TPJ^ efjft 

3TTt sft I 

♦:♦ wsr 3Tcrfg[ ^ arwr v^M-yVi 4 3 ^ft ^ arrt i 

❖ ^ 3 ^ eft f^ffhql 4 ^ 2004-05 ^ Rlxdcid ^ ^ 31^ c^ ft 

t, ^ ?FTH ?ft t I 

(c5) cTO TT? cjiwf^cb tj 4 ?nnf^ Tmra 


79 . ^attm ^ ermy^ ^ f^rfcT (^hi^hk ?ft t:- 


MWqtJS (HriM ioMli 4 ) 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 


y^cj^ vdejVi ent ciMki 

♦ ♦♦ 

4 1^ 4 

*** 

*** 

vieit'i R5J)1 yif^yi 

♦♦♦ 

*♦* 


*** 

cTT^/^ (^iqt/ft.d?)- 


*** 

*** 

*** 


(100) 

(31) 

49 

44 



' *** 

*** 



(100) 

(39) 

56 

55 

czir^ 

*** 

♦♦♦ 

' *** 

** ♦ 


100 

94 

62 

10 

^ ^ 3TT# ^ 

*** 

*+* 

**♦ 

♦♦♦ 


(100) 

(70) 

175 

182 


1 . anfqrf^ ariqR^eft^eft^ 

2 . fetjft Mlf^l - fltjft clHia 

'3?tr>T 

80. a?^ ^ ^ 4 1^ wf^ ^ ari^ ?ft s^it, 

^ fi? emfr ^ ttm t I ^ 2004-05 ^T ^ RnKH ^ft 

6ld<?1 ^ sJt I 

(la) ttvimR aik ^ 4iwRcb aik wrrf^ ^wfi 

81. cF5T ?t^3mT? ^ PiHlf>iHK ??T t: 



2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

POI' 

^4tn'§l (^0) 


* * * 

** * 

** * 

(cH^a >{^4^) 

**♦ 



*** 


100 

102 

106 

110 


STTJ^TTf^ 3r£TR T'f ’El^ 
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Hlf^lchT^ % ^ ^ \3i!qR^ ^TviPTN ^ ^ 2002-2003 

1^ ^ t ^ ^3^ 8IT ^Wm ^ ^ ^ cPT 

f^roik^ ^ ^ ^ra>m t I ^ ’ft ^ ^ ^ ^ 8ft I 3^: ■2JF 

^fFT^ ^ ^ ^ ^^RUT ^ 8n I 

(^) g? g^df^cb aft^ ggig 

82. ^rrfirgnft ft ftt^ fft? pi!r ^ftgrft ^^TOg>cTT aftr iftlft^ft ft ^ 2004-05 ^ 
^r% ^ 8ft I ^ argfir ft vJcMKcbdi ft vicMKH ft Rid<i<i ^»TPjcft ^ ant sft 1 


HIM 4 »^ 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 


srfft \iM 44 >dl 

*** 

*** 


*** 


100 

\ 2 S 

130 

126 

sfft 474 x 11 ^ f^fcbijT ^i) 

♦*♦ 

♦♦♦. 

l|<l|Eltl 

*<)« 


100 

120 

142 

170 




(tet) oim aik Iftft^ 157 aira g? dRdfftcb ijg wnifttr ^nura 

83. ^3^ ^ gf gMt 8n, ^ m4)uh 1 ftg ^ 

iTw gft ^ gR^ ^3f^ ^ ^ 7Tg>m t i sm: ^ntftcf>Tft ft gft 


cTTiT gft f^ifft. ePnt ^Tf ^ alk fftM w arrg gft ^ gft t I 


Hm4U<S (dl« if^^^ 4) 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 


tft ft ^ 

*** 

*** 

*«* 

41 *1^ 



(39) 


—|i|||^_ 


*** 

**« 

««« 

4e4c 4^ 

H4j 4 dliT 

*** 



**4 



(28) 



ft ft 3Tlt ft ' 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 


(100) 

(70) 

75 

82 

’d4l4 

*** 

mm* ' 

*** 

*4< * 


100 

96 

92 

79 

doi4 *\i ang (%) 

*** 

*** 

*** 

4** 


(100) 

(31) 

82 

66 


arr^ntcRP 3 Twr ^ tiiRt?>lyd, 


84. ^ 2004-05 ft ftt ^ ftt Snt ^ 3^7 ^nft gft ft 

ofm gft fftftft ft qfcT 1T7 ft, ^ ftift amfft ft ftt 3?ftsn^ ^ t^r w vsnft 7^ I ffti 
3^^ cPnt ^Tt ^ W 3Tm (% 2004-05 ft ^^^R 182 ^ ^ 3jk vifN 3T^ ft 

166 7 ?TTf sft I ' 

(^.) ^ 

85. ^3lftrT gft TITc^ ^ gft fftMTJ^TR 7^ t^- 
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2003-04 

2004-05 

mm/m 

>{^4) £?>} ^'MCl '{^|tT> 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 


100 

53 

76 

69 

[^1^41 cT)0/o ^ir 

9.98 

4.25 

6.63 

4.42 


3n^qrfc[ch SneiR ^ 


^ ^ ^ ^ 3Tcrf^ 4 ^ 

^ 3ff^ ^ ^ Rl'<iqc 3IT^ ^ I 

(^) ^ vJC!^ <BT ^TPTWI 

86. 5TTt^m?T^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t 

c^ wiTS2f ^ ^ ^frmr ^ ^ t i 

(t?) 

87. ^ cf^ f 3miR ^r4 ^ ^ arcif^ ^r ^ ^r ^ 3ft7 ^jcwt, 

ftfMr, RTH, ^ PrM 3ii7r ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^£TRf3n t I 

(^) Hic^ ^iif^i ^ ^rrar 

88. ^ftS" cfR^ § fcj) C^ 'tici^dcT) C^ '<ic|cS ^ ^TTC^ cjfj 

c^ m^c^\ ^ HFT^ ^ 3t1^ w w # i 

Bf.4 arrarciH 

89. cF?rWr ^ vjM^cm fcR^w mi t f^ sttto cf^r^ 3 t1^ ^ 

^TcT^ ^TufR- 3Tq^ f|^ miV, 7^ 4 ^ t ^ TFRT 3Tcrf^ ^ 

^ srfcf ^ vdOI'f! t cKilRh 3TTeTN ^ 4 

fSTT t I W^ ^ ^ 3TraTcfr ^ cl^RUT cf^ cJot^TcT cbc^lcfl, cf^t^ ^ ^fT cf^t^ W^^chx!Ui 

^ f^TT t 19 HlrlJ^ld ^ ^ W( ^ t I 

t?.5 arfct f^r^ 

90. ^ ^ %2n ^ 3miT?fr ^ Hl^lcHcb VimA ^OTJT W ^ ^3^ 

^ ^ 8T^r^n^ cFft^TcT ^ c[?[trt f^ cRR Tflf^ ^ 

t I ^ 3TfeRRM arfcT ^ f I SRI-. 3TTf^RRTfl CRT 

vdtrVi ^ ciK-cif^cR 5T^ \3fr^ ^ I 
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<5iswnc*rar ^eitj 

^.1. 

91. ^ ^ f^ t % ^ ^ cilwRcb sft^ qrf^ 

3TFn^ cbKUii^Hch ^TWHT l^T ^^TTfl^; ^ ^ f^^eTW ^ 3?^^ tJ^RT: 

3T^pf^ sn I Tjitm ^ w ^ ^ ^Eirfer f^ t % ^Mt ^ cnf^ 

R*^i^ ^ ^rfl^cT ^ eql^ vjn% ^ ^ sutiiRo 

f^9em Vjf^ ^ #mT I 3rclM. Ruftijcb ^ ^ ^ ^ 

mRuih 2TT w ^ v5nNr ^ ^ STT 3fk Tj^: 3rra^ ^ ^ 

3l!q?qcr>oi ^1 

92. 3pn%W ^ 3lRqi4 cpKcf^ ^ f^MTJ^fTR vjfN ^ % : - 

• ^fT ^r'^a^xR : - srR m^l ^ ^Rr 

f^R ^ ^ I 

• ^ 5^ : - 1^ ^ OT*tm ^ ?rff% ^ ^IRT ^ 

3?T^ ^ eRPIT W t I 

• 3RZr ^ ^ 3TRR : - ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ScqR ^ ^ 3TRR ^ % 

t i3#f ^7^ ^ ^ 3TRR ^=8TR ^ ^ t I 

• ^ R^R : - ^ ^ ^ 3TPiRf § I i^iRicrjiWi ^q«Q ^ 

TT^RR WTR^P t I 

• Ml^ylRl<f> ^ Rcr>m : - f^cT^J ^ % R> >dejVi gRl w^cm ifreilRq?! 

3m t ^3ifR ^ w t % Rh^iui ^ ^dVRicb 

^ ^ ^RR t I 

• 3n^ eRRT W t f^‘ "q^ TJlfm ^ ^ ^ 3Teq?TT ^ ^ t, yRf^ 

J3?qi< t; ^ 5^RR v3^ ^ ^ t I 

^.2. C0lXW|M<l» '51^ <DIX<I> 

93. srffr 3mflr ^ ^Rr q^ ^ ^ m % w qcim t ^ 7 ^ ^ 

^ Rfer ^aRKft ^q5RU[,5n7TfiH f3TT t I ^nfer 3nqT?ft ^ ^ 3rRRq^ ^ ^ 

35% ^ 3?f^ ^ fflf ^ qR^ ^ifR ^ ^MR f|# ^ d^T 37^^ ^ ^Rr 0.6% 
^ g>ift 3ni^ t I HR ^ ff^ 37[qT^ ^RI ^ f^qi HHl ^ eifch-i ^ ^ 3tTqRt ^ 37RI 
^ ^ |72’3nqRft q^ HRIR ^ qR RhT t I q^ ^ t eTTHH 19% 

q>H q^lHcf m f| t I q^ ^ fUf ft t I ^Riqq 3fk q>RUT SRHI vJMqVl ^ 
HPJ^ flSTqs 3nt t I mRu|H'M'^)M q^ ^JlfR ^ m, qqj^t Hqi? 3lk 3nq ^ f^jfcT 

^ cTHRR ^gqR ^ qrq m 3Tqf^ 3Ttf^ W ^ 37Tt t I 
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94. ^ WT t ^ ^ iTTfecT 3TTWt ^3^ 

H\ii\^^ cfT^rm ^micit ^ uTf^ cf^ ^ a# ^ |t t I sTcT: yil^chi^l m 

1^ srmKTt vTsfm ft ^ ^ 

t I 

3T. arf^ ^ «r& g>t ^trjt 

31.1. {^*A ^ 

95. ^ ^ ^ StOTiI cf5N?T ^3TTgR^?aff% 

^ Rtfr^ui tf 4 3TT^3TTt^ jrrf^r^ [ 2006(202 t^Tc^ 23 (wft)}] 

^ ^T^rfef ^ ^ ezjH ^ ^fJT 3T5^ t I ^ 

HPfT t TT^snt^ ^ Wrut ^ ^ ^fear ci?t cfi^te efFm. 

vjirm ^ ^ ^ y^f?Rf t ^ gRT ^^if^ld t eft ezTH WTT rfltll? | ^ % 

3^ f^rrfRI W viRTRTT ^ ^3^ 31W WW^ ^ W t ^ HPT% ^ f^ c|^ 

ciTl^m ^ -^liiid^ ^ 3^ TO w smirficT sn f^ ^ fen? 

^ 4 3ik Tl^ -^JefR ^ ^ 4 3lf^ Tl^cf, ^ TFT3TTt^ ^ ^ sJf efrf^ 

3F^ ^ 3TcFT f^ ^5nTFn ^^f^ ^ ^ ^ SFR^ #7 m 

^ 4 WTT^ ^ ^ 3HT ^ f^ ^ eTTO # yTRft t I ^R^ ^ 

^iRlchlchrfl ^3?TO ^ ^chH!^ f^R*/lcn 2TT I 3^7rf^ v3^ ^ ^ ^ 4^ 

■R^ ^ TO57TT STT I 3^ 3m^ Mm ^iRcblWl ^ feP? fen 

sn I 


96. nsnf^ jnfen^ ^ n^r feR^ fem ^ ^f^ffer f^’nl ^ sTfTnR ^ 

3Tnf& ^ vjTTOn dro TOfe wn^ft nt sth ^ ^ f^ fen %, 


^ 114351 nf% 4. TOft t I t?ft 4 arf% nrfer ferrj^ nro t: - 

aif?r ^nfer (^./^.^) 
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q’ ^ qfcT ^ ^ ^ 

97. ^ HIRT 9^ ^ ^«TT ^ Hlf^cbl-?) ^ teT? ^ ^ ^5^ srtfeT t 

^ ^ ^TTfrf^ ^ iris^ tT^ 5# ^ ^ ^ 5=T^I^ ^ 1 

1. MlHcbMl cfe 

98. vJtiVl % f^>2JT ^ Hic^xltfl ^c«h ePTT^ ^ ^ R<(m<T>i % Mic^i v>TT^ 

w t 3% % TTT^aft cfHf ^ ^ f, ^ t ?fr ^ sfk f1^ ^ i 

^ f^ t ^3it ^ 3nw ^ ^Rcit ^ vj^^dy ^ 

-m % iftsfr ^ 3rr?^<t^ w ^ 90 % ^ t 1 ^ 

^ 35% ^ ^ t f^RT^ ^ 3T^ ^ ^ ^ 31c^ff^ 

^=51 t. ^ ^ 31^ ^ t ?tr ^ ^ ^ 3ik 

3ft^ vd&lVi ^ I ^v^t>cft3TT^ ^ 3TT^Id 3|R5^ ^ ^cTT 

4t3fr %5 ^ ^ ^ wcif ^ 3Tfim> STT f^m^r ^ ^ ^ 31 k 

^3^ ^ ^ 3ic^ft)ct7 ^3mft t I 

99. A % 3i^%g f^ t ^5^ wifM ^ 3Tmm gR^ 

RRlf^^pj ^ t 3lk ^ ^ ^3n?TT t ?fr vS'Hlf^ 31Tt#31TtT?^ ^ ^ 

^^frzu 7RT STT iTR^ Tftsfr ^ ^ t. ^ t ^ ^ ^RTR ^ 

STT; -JT? f^^tv5M3Tlt ^ 3jfcf5^ A tftsfT ^ dfc^d cl^ f^FIT^^ ^ ^3?! ^ 

ci^ sft Wf ^^frai thit 8TT (cf^ ^ ^F5rq^ ^FT cF5r amim w 

^ t; (^) 51^ ^ ^ itsit <1^ fcmi #rR ^ 3RR t 3lk ('^) t ^3it ^ fcR Vf^RUt 
«llvjiK ^ MlclPlRlcq cRcft ^ I ^ ^ ^ "^T 'ti«i(€( ^ 

3TmT^ ^ yf^’^dcf: jmrf^ |3 tt t. ^ 3rr?R cPTRn t ^ 

Cl5f^ clW ^ A ^ 3fr^ Cl^ 

q5H cfj^f^ ViRl't^K^il ^ WTvjtK ^T?7 ^ PT^TRl ^ cnK^I ^ ^ I ^ 

^ Wm A ^ 3rflR) <^m ^ 3ft? ^ ^ t i 
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^ ^ smiRi I tftsfr ^ ^ 3jk amiRf ^ cpr?^ ^ simR ^ t i% w 

IR MIdHM ^ xflfll^, ^ ^ ^ TTFT^, ^3 r1% ^ 3T^ 

^TTf^siTcT mm t ^ mmi ^ ^ Pitik^i ^r ^ 

TTT2T TT?^ ^ ^ ^ I ^ ■'fflHM ^ ^SfRn t, ^ ift ^5^ TTFHft cf>t^ ^T 

#jft # ^ ^f t, ^ ^ 3miT^ cf?t^ 1 


2. Mlf^cnijl gRT uffg 

101. clr^ C^ STPTRit ^ ^ Wl'^cb^ ^ ^ 

iciTt ^?TtTR^ ^ ^ jFrr^RT ^ m t i c^ ^ 11^ ^ w^ 

;f^<4i'^ cisn ■sr^ ^ t i sifcrf^ -cRTtr ^ 1%^ t 

Pruijijch ^arr 4 cf^r cfr^tt t ^ ^ q|xni t 

"mm ^i?t f^rf^ ^ ^ ^nfer siPTRit ^ ^ ^ ^ ^t^rmr 

t 3ik 3TRjte5 cfjTT TR f^>WK sft I 

102. ^irf^r^ ^ ^ mu ^ 3t^ ^ ^ smiR 3 t^ 

^ mu^ cf^ 3ii^ MRfT ^ ^ I mu^ ^ 

■5r#cf ^ ^ 3Rf^ amr ^irtr 1%^ um ^ t 

cll[^ c|J-HM ^ cItT^ ^ '<-i<^ I ^xicf? 3TefRT c|ft ^RRIT tf^c^ RT ^ cr?qel 

■cTWT ^ 13R-. ^ ^ ^ ^ aimR 3if^qi4^: ar^rf^R t 1 ^ ^ 

•^92T ^ lit A ^ ^ 3 ?^ ^ muj A ^ ^ ft t ! ^ ^ 
^er m ^ armicfr ^ jrtr m %, cf?[TR A ^ c4t^ mu U] ^51tr 

w^41cii>'ui ^ ^ t I x^arrt^t ^ wn rirtcr ^ air^ mm m ^ 

3T^ A 19% c4t cfW XR fA^ ft t ^ ^ mA fA^:fm ^ mA\ aif^ t i 

103 uuAAu cf5T A mm ari^ cttPRft ^ ^ w fcRi^c^ A 

Rsid mui UU m] WcTT t > 

♦t* ^irfeR^ 'its cfR^ t ^ at^r%RT ^ aiARc^i tf qif^o m 

arrro tt t mA\A^ ^ 3Rf^ c^ rtsr ujfAm uA 3T?^if&^ xtrt mu t 1 
arrro ^ tr uu R^ffRi t muu\ ^ Tftarrt^ '^pAm A 

ffe ^ fent 4t t Rfr 2003-04 A 100 ( 2002-03 A ^ mm) ^ mm ^ 

arcrf^ ^f 134 tt Rt t ^ m^A ^ 2002 - 03 . A 30 % ^ mm 

^ 3Tcrf^ ^r 14.5 ufAm tt t, 3Rf^ A Rf^ ^r u^ 128 ^ ^ 
^ ^ c4t Rt t I upi ^ 2004-05 A aik ^ mAA ^ 1597.49 

A\.m ^ ^ ^trRr 3t%r m i fAAmu ^ mm A 

m%uu ^ mum T^ uu c^r^ u^ -^arr ^ 3Rf^ c^ -Amu 




[Mini—-eroi] 
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3TRm> ^ t I ^ 31^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^r MRd ^ 3d^ t OTTf^r ^ ^r ^ ^ 

^jTFnJt fufpra5t wm ^ ^ ctfrt ^ wm 8o% 

t, ^ STTTO B?qT^ 3TPM ^ % 3ff^ ^ 

^ 11URT^ ^TT^ ?T8TT TOM ^ ^‘MIcIHI MjT TO t I 3TeTO 

^ ^ 3TT^ ^ TOT "4 ^ 2003-04 ^T 100 % ^ 4 7250 ^ 

^ 3Tc[Rrt #1^ t I To: Srtof^t ^ ^ ^ t ^^TTOT ^ ^ f^rfW ^ 

ST^rtor % 3TT^ ^ ^ ^ ^miTO t I 

❖ ^ TO^ ^ ^^TO TO^ HlfSB ^ t I ^ 3TTTO ^ ^ t sfk TOT ^ 

^ ff t I dcT toRT ^ ^5tfc^ ^STT^TO 100 ^ 126 ^ t 

TOf^ M§c[ (>(jx|cr>Tf^d) 100 ^ citscrjx 111 ^ ■!■ I ^e<i tflfci 3TMf^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ 3!te TO t I ^ ^P?R ^ OTT^ 

^ ^TTMl"^ ^ ^ MRcbdd cF>^TT TO ^ ^ TOf^ TO^ cfJiqft 3Tf^ TO 
t I TO W ^ Wit TOnSt ^ 3TTTO ^ ^ ^ t ^TTW ^ 3T^ ^ 

^rmror to ^ ci>r TT^ffRT ^ t ^ ^ tot? W ^rrWf ^ 
MTf^ sifiTO ^ ^ ^ ^ t I fectw ^ ■2TF TO t TO ^ ^ITTO 

^ afrfTcT ^ftsntro ^ ^ ^ ^fH ^ ^r totm ^ Wrt 4 

Wt TO sit ^ TO 3T^ 1^Tt!r ^ t I OTTf^r, 3ITOT % ^ ^ 

37^ % ^3fr cISTT ?T^ <T?^ ^ WrT ^ 5T^ ^ TOS ?tW ^ tWTT t I 

3Tcf: "^fT cTSM M? f^xTR TO^ ^ ^ ^ crD+ia ^RT ^ ^ 1^ TOTT itllcl 3Tcrf^ ^ 

ft’gtfer ?T^ Wt?t ^ TOit 3Tf^ t, ^ TORT ^ f^?f!r 

^ ^r ^ddici 3n^ M^t TO TOtto t I 3Tcr: TnfW^ to'mf rt t ^ 

TOlf^ ^ l^rflT ^ ^ 3TT?r^ TOT ^ vjW Wt ^ ^ TOTTO TO 

t I 

*> TO# # MiRichir^ ^re Wr t toM Pi^itW ^ f#? ci^to 

^ ^ M? f^Wr T3^7M TOTTTOT ^ ^ 3T5?fTO # ^ 

tctPri^^ ?TTTOT ^ ^ TOR M? fW TO t I TOR M? TOflT^ 

^TtI^ ^ TOTTRTO WF>fcRT f? f ! TOf^T f^FTTJ? # TORT WfcfT # TO 
JRRt^ ^ t ^ STcrf^ Wt ?it3TT|TO 100 # 170 #t? ^ 

^ 100 # 150 ^ TO I V^ 3TMfir # 37TO # ^ # Wt Mp ^ 

^=5tTO # TO STT #t? 2004-05 TO TO 3 tW # # Wt^ ?i^ WcT # 3Tf?RT 
^ t I W^ TOTit ^ ^ # TO 3Tcrftr # ^kR RrIJ? # ^3jt # TOTcft 

# 3T?T1TOT 5Iff^ ;Rf?T^ t I TO 3Tcrftr # ^[?H ^ Wm ^ 5T^ 

TO ^?ft ^ Wit TOTit f^rW Wm # to ?tW fWn t ^ to sRf^ 

# Wt?T TOT tTP^-JT ^ TOit 5T^ ^ t I fW STfcrf^ 37TfW^ 

W f i^nij? # TOPRfr # ^ 2002-03 # 100 # WTO^ ^ ^ 

Wt 3000 ^ I 3TTOfT, TO^ MW ^ ?tTOT TOT^ TO TOITO 5FW 
TOf&^TT f 3fk W Mto # W< TOTM # TOTR ^ fW # W ^ 

t ^ clW ft TO ^ TO^ STTW To Wn SI^r^TT^ 3TM ^ TOTO I 3R; 


5089 GI/07—5 
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^ ^ t‘ I 

❖ ^ cT^F uimH ^ m t, SlicF^ 3P1Tc[ # cf^ 3IF5j^ f^ ^ WT I 

^ c[^ ^ 3Tt^ t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^FT^ 

^ cfSTT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3Tf^ 2 tt I ffnMhr cffkcfr ^ 

100 ^ 154 ^ ^ I 2003-04 k ^ aTRTcf ^ ^ cjrc^ W ^ 

3TRTcT ^ ^ 4000/-'^cri^ 3Tf^ 8ft, 'q^ ^ 2004-05 # ^ 3T?K 800 Wt 

^ ^ I STFITcfi ^ TTP5TT ^ 3T^ 2003-04 ^ 100 ^ 3FT^ ^ 150 t\ ^ I 
^ f^Rrf^T ^fW # 3lW ^ ^ Srqrn cfj^ ^ 2004-05 ^ f^T^ftcT cfft^T^ 

^ mm m ^ amUr ^ ^ si^jth cftpit ^ sn ^ -qft 

5r|1% Cfft 3ftcf5% urnTH 13fk 

^ l^mtcf ^ftricf ^ ^8^ ^3T*TRT ^ ^ ^ W ^ t ^TtRh 

cTsn ^nf^ ^i^Rfch t I 3m: inf^mTrft m t ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ 3Tr8^ Tmr^ t i 

104. ^ cRftim ^ ^rcmf^ Pihi^J'Hk t :- 

❖ cT^irm # ^ ^ # afk ^ ^ ^ ^imcRT t, Mf^imd: 

❖ t^: # m3^ w^ t 3 ft? ?fsiT qRui^d: cfft dcT ^ 

^nrmm 

❖ ^ w^ t ^ ^ ^rpmcmr t mRuihcT: 

❖ WTH: 3ITcbem ^ ^7^ 3Tt^ ^ t ^ STjm^ 

^ 3TmR7^;f -gft 3?^ ^ t I 

^3gftn IBT (%cT trq 3Rr ^ 

105. ^rrf^r^ ^ t 3 tft #? ^r mcm^sft ^ ^ 3 ^, ■qm^ ^ 3Tgf%m '^wr 

5if^3tr ^ ^ ^ a# ^ ^eimm ^fr^t t ?n% ^»tr^ ^mr ^ ^ xm 

qRi'Wtft ^ ^ 5 ^: ^ 8 jt 1 ^ fiFm X5IT ^ ^ wtrt f|?T # t i "JiWft 

^ CI5RUT ^ ;r2tm ^ f^Rd xmir^ ^ cift^m ^ ^hcfcT f 3ft7^ 

^mjRXTTcift yR'^wyl^chdi xr^ wq xt^xr^ t ci8nfft ^ 

^ srmm fcRft ift ci^ ^ ^ #r 3tk v3q'4ft«^!3ft ^ xjcqm ^ 

TR cfftf ITHTcI ^ x7%7TT I 








: aramiTor 
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106. ^ ^ ^ ^ TO -31k dcT ^ 3fk ^ 

^ ^r/^3TO5t ^Hvr^Ri ^ ^ armR ^ ^ kn^ 11^ :- 

(i) 3 R^rt^ ^ ^ 3 Tt ^ ^frm^ ^ to c^t^ ^ t afk stt^jtI^^t 

^ ^ TO?ft 3Tf^ t- k?% ^ sjk kFirj? ^ smnf^ 

^■^3tr g5t ci^TO 11 

(ii) ^ ?emT vTOiT t ^tr <m%m ^ ^ ^ sfk knir^^ totpt ^ 

«r^ 3TTOT ^-iXl^Rl 6^^ ^ \TTO^ "i; 3lk TORT feTTO 'jIIOT ^ ^ 

s^rrofr ^ isf^ ^ ^firo^ to t i 

(iii) ^ TO^I tk^ ;3^ ^ xTTficT 3TRn?it ^ TOM 6TRjf^ TOff^ d^ ^ ^ t; ^ 

1^ ^ t d d^ ^ 5?Rr|1% ^ ^ ;3TRTTO t I 

(iv) 3Rf: ^ ^Rrm ^ TOF^ TO^ ^ fd? 3TTklTO ^ ^ ^ 3TTOT TO ^ Pl^tfcld 

TO^afl ^ cTsn ^ ^ Ri^rr^v 3fk totpt ^ fcT^ 

^TT^eJt ?[cg? ^ eTR; WH vjT^ t I 

T5. ftpgrftjt 

107. w^)m TO^ 3fk TO ^ ^ to ^tTO ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3lk/TO ^ ?TsjT ^ xri^nd d^ ^ g5t totto t. ^ 

TO TO t TOT M ^ ^ d snroft d tort ^ ^ ^?tot 3tttoto t I 

'dSirft TO ^ d ITTTO d cl^TO TO f^TOT Mll^chl^l g5t TO t ^ TORT ^T 

TOftTO ^r t I 3m: id^^ dd^ dt to 9^t?( 5) d m^. ^ d ^tro 
TO^ d TOTOfr TO d% clffi^T TO TO qd^ d MtddM d dt RitoRj^I TOTT 

sTiTOTO^ Tnpr^ f I 

108. d[i?TTfm TO TOd 1%TO dr ero ^r ^ |t?. d^rro^t 3R#cm 3lk d 
TOd ^ arfcT 3mT iTTTO d mf^. dr d to d d totto Rrtortoj mroM dR; 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 


(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 


Ne>\ Delhi, the 26th Deeember, 2007 
FINAL FINDINGS 


Subiecl:; Sunset Review of the definitive anti-dumping duty on imports of Flexible 
Slabstock Polyol originating in/exported from the European Union, Japan, 
Singapore and United States of America. 


No. 15/25/2(K)6-DGAD - Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 
1995 and the Customs Tariff (Ide ntification, Assessment , and Collection of Anti Dumping 
Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules (hereinafter also 
referred as Rules), 1995, thereof; 


A. BACKGROUND 


i 


2. AV ^EREAS , having regard to above Rules, the Designated Authority (hereinafter 
referred to as the Authority) initiated anti-dumping investigation on September 2(X)1 
into alleged dumping of Flexible Slabstock Polyol (hereinafter referred to as subject 
producit/goods) originating in/exported from European Union (EU), Japan, Singapore and 
United States of America (USA) (hereinafter referred to as subject countries). Provisional 
antidumping duties were imposed on imports of the subject goods from the subject 
countries vide customs notification No: 17/2002-Customs dated ll‘*’ February 2002, 
based on the preliminary findings of the Authority dated 14**’ December 2001. The final 
findings of the Authority were published vide notification of 19**’ September 2002 and 
definitive anti dumping duties were imposed on the subject goods from the subject 
countries vide notification No: 120/2002-Customs dated 3 U* October 2002. 

3. Whereas on the basis of a duly substantiated application filed by M/s. Manali 
Petrocliemicals Ltd, Chennai representing a major proportion of the domestic production 
of the subject product, the Authority initiated sunset review of the anti dumping duty on 
imports of the subject product originating from the subject countries vide notification 

th 

dated 27 December 2006 imdei section 9A (5) of the Act, to examine whether the expiry 
of the duty would lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury. 

4. AND WHEREAS, vide; Notification No: 12/2007- Customs dated 6**’ February 
2007, the definitive duties were extended by the Central Government under Section 9A 
(5) for a period of one year up to 10**’ February 2008. 
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B. PROCEDURE : 

5. The procedure described below has been followed;- 

(i) As per sub-rule (5) of Rule 5 supra, the Authority notified the Embassies of subject 
countries in India about the receipt of fully documented application from the applicant 
before proceeding to initiate the review investigation; 

(ii) In accordance with sub rule (2) of the rule 6 supra, the Authority forwarded copy of 
the said public notice to the known exporting producers, importers, industry associations, 
the Embassies of the country concerned and to the applicants and gave them an 
opportunity to make their views known in writing. 

(iii) According to sub-rule (4) of Rule 6 supra, the Authority provided a copy of the 
relevant questionnaire to all the known exporters and the Embassies of subject countries 
in India and other interested parties. 

(iv) The Embassies of subject countries in New Delhi was also informed about the 
initiation of investigation and requested to advise the exporters/producers from their 
country to respond to the questionnaire within the prescribed time. 

(v) The Authority sent questionnaires, to elicit relevant information, to the following 
known exporters from the subject countries. 

❖ Shell Eastern Petroleum (Pte) Ltd., Singapore. 

❖ Bayer Polyurethane Asia (Pte) Ltd., Singapore. 

❖ Sanyo Chemicals, Japan. 

❖ Bayer Polyurethane Asia (Pte) Ltd, Germany. 

❖ Repsol Quimica, S.A., Madrid, Spain. 

❖ Dow Chemicals Co., Texas, United States of America 

Only two exporters from Singapore, viz.. Shell Eastern Petroleum Pte Ltd and BASF 
South-East Asia Pte Ltd responded to the exporter’s questionnaire. 

(vi) A copy of initiation notification along with the importers’ questionnaire was also 
sent to the various importers listed in the application. 

❖ Feather Foam Enterprises Pvt. Ltd, Silvassa, Dadra & Nagar Haveli 

❖ Natson Foam Mfg. P Ltd, Ahmedabad, Gujarat. 

❖ Dura Foam Industries Pvt. Ltd, Silvassa, Dadra-Nagar Haveli 

❖ Surya Foam, Pondicherry. 

❖ DP Foam Private Ltd, Pondicherry/ Puducherry 

❖ Kurlon Ltd, Bangalore, Karnataka. 

❖ Apama Polyproducts Ltd, Jaipur, Rajasthan. 

❖ Tirupati Foams Ltd, Ahmedabad, Gujarat. 

❖ Soft Foam Industries Pvt. Ltd, R.R District, Andhra Pradesh. 
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♦> Madras Polymoulds, Chennai, Tamil Nadu. 

❖ Sheela Foam Private Ltd, Ghaziabad, Uttar Pradesh 

❖ J.J. Foams Pvt. Ltd, Ghaziabad, UP 

❖ M H Polymers Pvt, Ghazial>ad, U P 

However, complete response to the importers’ questionnaire was received only from M/s 
DP Foam, Puducherry, after initial deficiencies were rectified. M/s Shpela Foam had 
provided a partial response without supporting documents despite request and therefore 
the submissions were disregarded. 

(vii) Copies of initiation notice were also sent to FICCI, CII, ASSOC HAM, Excise Law 
Times etc., for wider circulation. 

(viii) Request was made to the Directorate General of Commercial Intelligence and 
Statis tics (DGCI&S) to arrange details of imports of subject goods for the past three years 
and tlie period of investigation. 

(ix) The investigation of dumping and injury covered the period from April 2005 to 
30*^ June 2006 (Also called tlie period of investigation or POI). The examination of 
trendij in the context of injury analysis covered the period from April 2002 to the end 
of PO I (also called Injury period). 

(x) The Authority sought and! verified all the information it deemed necessary for the 
purpose of determination of dumping and resulting injury. The Authority conducted on- 
the“SfK)t investigation of the domestic industry to the extent considered necessary. The 
cost of the production of die domestic industry was also analysed to work out die cost to 
produce and the cpst to make and sell the subject goods in India on the basis of Generally 
Accepted Accounting Principles based on the information furnished by the applicants to 
ascertain if anti dumping dutj' lower than the dumping margin would be sufficient to 
remove injury to the domestic industry. 

(xi) The Authority held a public hearing on 13^ August 2007-to hear the interested 
parties orally, which was attended by representatives of the domestic industry, exporters 
and importers. The parties attending the public hearing were requested to file written 
submiissions of the views expressed orally. The written submissions received have been 
considered by the Authority in this finding. 

(xii) The essential facts of tlie case were disclosed to all interested p^es in the form 
of confidential and general disclosures. Comments of the interested parties on the 
disclosure statement, to the extent they are relevant and supported by evidence, have been 
considered by the Authority. 

(xiii) The Authority kept avmlable non-confidential version of the evidence presented 
by various interested parties in the form of a public file maintained by the Authority and 
kept lOpen for inspection by the interested parties. **** in this notification represents 
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information furnished by an interested party on confidential basis and so considered by 
the Authority under the Rules on merits. 

C. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION AND “LIKE” ARTICLE .. 

6. The product under consideration in the present investigation, as defined in the 
original investigation, is Flexible slabstock polyol, a polymer, originating in or exported 
from the subject countries. The subject product is a clear viscous liquid of molecular 
weight 3000-4000, manufactured by polymerization of propylene oxide and ethylene 
oxide with a triol chain starter. It is a polyether and on reaction with catalysts and 
additives yields polyurethane foams used in upholstery, mattresses, pillows, bolsters, 
transport seating and packaging. Flexible slabstock polyol is transported in tankers or 
stored in steel drums. It is classified under the category “Plastics and articles thereof’ in 
Chapter 39 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 and further under 3907,20 as per 
International Trade Classification. The classification, however, is only indicative and in 
no way binding on the scope of the present investigation. 

7. This being a sunset review investigation, the scope of the investigation is limited 
to the product already identified in the original investigation. No interested party has 
extended any argument on the issue of the product under consideration and like article. 
The subject goods produced by domestic industry are used interchangeably with those 
imported fi-om the subject countries. Therefore, the Authority holds that the two are “like 
articles” within the meaning of the Rules. 

D. STANDING OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

8. The sunset review has been initiated on the basis of a duly substantiated request 
submitted by M/s. Manali Petrochemicals, Chennai, the sole domestic producer, on 
behalf of the domestic industry. Therefore, the Authority holds that M/s Manali 
Petrochemicals constitute the domestic industry for the purpose of the current 
investigation. 

E. VIEWS OF THE INTERESTED PARTIES 

a) On initiation 

9. The European Commission had urged the termination of the investigation without 
extending the measures to exports from the EU, stating that the measures under review 
were part of 27 measures subject to DSU consultations as being in breach of WTO Rules, 
and a dispute settlement panel had not been requested owing to a subsequent mutual 
understanding with India. While most measures were no longer in place, the EC had 
expected the others to lapse and was disappointed at the initiation, which implied that 
measures not legally warranted in the first place were now being reviewed and could 
possibly be extended. The EC has further stated that the initiation notice confirmed 
removal of injury to the domestic industry and the request for review did not contain 
convincing evidence of likely recurrence of injury, being prompted by an assumption of 
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surge in imports if measures v^fere repealed. However, the Authority had noted that the 
domestic industry had approached it within the prescribed legal framework and regions 
other than the EU were involved and therefore, allowed the investigations to proceed. 

10. In its submissions at tiie public hearing. M/s Shell Eastern Petroleum Pte Ltd 
(hereinafter referred to as SEPiL) from Singapore objected to the initiation of the review 
on th<j grouq^ that the domestic industry has not been able to establish a case for review 
and had enjoyed the protectiori of safeguard and anti-dumping duties for long. That the 
present review was discriminatory, unlawfully initiated, beyond the scope of the Customs 
Tariff Act (hereinafter referred to as CT Act) and should be terminated in limine. In 
response, the domestic industry held that no interested party had filed comments to 
initiation within the stipulated period and therefore, could not be allowed to raise 
objections later to impede the investigation. This technical objection was contested by the 
importer, M/s DP Foam (hereinafter referred to as DPF), as neither the CT Act nor the 
AD FLules impose any limitation on submissions by interested parties. Besides, no 
provision of die AD law presvents a co-operating party from objecting or making 
submissions to the petition fih^. In addition, SEPL has submitted that if it had been 
intended that legal submissions in an AD investigation should be made by a particular 
date, the Authority would have^ provided a record closing date, which was not the 
procedure or practise followed in India. The Authority noted that the responses by all 
parties had been made within the stipulated time frame. 

b) On claim of excessive confidentiality by the exporters; 

11. The domestic industry has submitted that the exporters fix)m the subject countries 
have failed to provide meaningful summary of the response to exporter’s questionnaire, 
the non-confidential version being incomplete & deficient and have clmmed excessive 
confidentiality without justification. Hence, they may be considered non-cooperative by 
denial of individual treatment. Further, if the request for confidentiality was unwarranted 
and the supplier unwilling to make the information public or authorize its disclosure in 
generalized or summary form, such information could be disregarded. SEPL has averred 
ftiat th( 2 y had fully co-operated with the Authority in the said investigation and that it was 
the domestic industry that turned the investigation into a fishing expedition by not 
fumisbing the requisite information at the initiation stage itself. Besides, there would be 
no mejins for the domestic induiJtry to be privy to the contents of the confidential version 
of the responses as the data fuimished was fiscal in nature and there was a distinction 
between transparency in investigation procedure ^d confidentiality of sensitive data. 

12. The Authority however, noted that BASF South-East Asia Pte Ltd (hereinafter 
referreii to as BSE A) subsequently provided the non-confidential versions of the lacunae 
in the questionnaire response indicated by the domestic industry in their written 
submissions which SEPL did not do, claiming that they had submitted all the required 
resporujes. 


9 


5089 C51/07—6 



42 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. 1] 


c) On production process 

13. SEPL has stated that there are broadly three processes - (i) SMPO, (ii) 
chlorohydrin and (iii) MTBE- of producing PO and FSP, each with a different set of 
production and economic dynamics. Its manufacturing cost centre. Shell Chemicals 
Seraya Pte Ltd (hereinafter referred to as SCSL) with a nameplate capacity of 160 KT of 
PO, among others, uses the SMPO process which is the proprietary process of SEPL, 
while the domestic industry with a total installed capacity of only 24 KT PO, uses the 
chlorohydrin route process, the advantages of the SMPO process over the chlorohydrin 
process are a more efficient conversion process, higher yields and less waste products 
requiring less stringent treatment. Moreover, SMPO investments are often integrated with 
crackers to optimize product logistics. The domestic industry has argued that SEPL was 
trying to mislead the Authority by stating that the SMPO process was used for 
manufacturing PO and FSP whereas the SMPO process was only for producing PO, not 
FSP, the manufacturing process for which was the same all over the world. SEPL has 
refuted the charge of attempting to mislead the Authority in its post-disclosure comments. 

d) On relative advantages 

14. SEPL has stated that their feedstock was petrochemicals and petrochemical plants 
in Singapore were concentrated on Jurong Island, which collectively represent an 
integrated, pipeline connected series of plants, assets and utilities. SEPL shared common 
facilities with various units on a time and effort or actual use basis, which reduced the 
unit cost of production and has its own jetties capable of directly loading the subject 
goods into ships from the island itself Therefore, SEPL enjoyed considerable economies 
of scale, procurement, and logistics, pipeline integration, process infrastructure, and 
technology and also uses different feedstock/ raw material The domestic industry has 
charged SEPL with knowingly and deliberately using SEPL and SCSL interchangeably to 
conftise the Authority to detract attention from the main issues, viz., that there was no 
response of SCSL on record as on date and they cannot state the advantages enjoyed, if 
any, by SCSL as of SEPL. In any case, these advantages would be duly reflected in their 
cost of production. SEPL has refuted these charges post-disclosure. 

e) On questionnaire response 

15. The domestic industry has held that in the response to the exporter’s 
questionnaire, 

(i) SEPL has indicated that the raw material - propylene oxide (PO) - used in FSP 
production was sourced from SCSL & Shell Seraya Pioneer Pte Ltd (SSPL), both 100% 
subsidiaries; further, though a separate legal entity, SCSL was treated as a fully 
integrated cost centre. The domestic industry has argued that it implied that the PO 
purchased from SCSL was taken at cost for determining cost of the subject good, instead 
of the arm’s length or market price; similarly for ethylene oxide purchased from a related 
company. AD laws do not provide for considering costs of another legal entity for the 
“ordinary course of trade” test. 








43 


(ii) SEPL has evaded the question on the basis of pricing of inputs purchased from 
related supplier and evidence of (a) such price being representative of fair market price; 
(b) purch^ prices from independent parties for identical or comparable input, 

(iii) SEPL has kept confidential without reason details of financial/, contractual 
links land joint ventures with other companies for the product, trading arrangements on 
goods affecting purchase price, investments, financial accounting system and change in 
accounting methods over the last three financial years, useful life for production 
equipnent, depreciation, cost centres., etc: Further, SEPL has not provided details on 
product coding system, inclusion of any other consideration/ relationship/ reimbursement, 
or compensation etc. in prices, interest costs charged to the product, accounting for by¬ 
products sold, difference in factory cost for the domestic and export markets. 

(iv) Regarding captive or purchased inputs, SEPL referred to PO produced in- 
house by SCSL and sourced from SSPL, instead of details of its own inputs, to mislead 
the Authority. 

(v) SEPL and BSEA have not answered the query on change in the structure* of 
the company in the last three years including the POI or provided details of related 
complies engaged in the production and sales of subject goo^. 

(vi) BSEA has kept coiifidential the tolling agreement between the exporter and 
Seraya, names of contact persons, details of and nature of relationship with related 
companies supplying inputs, catalogue and brochures, flow diagram, chart, financial and 
cost accounting systems and change in accounting methods in last three years, useful life 
of prckduction equipment, depreciation, stock valuation, etc. 

(vii) In the exporter questionnaire, BSEA has often referred to SCSL’s response, 
whicfi has not been filed and hcmce, normal value should be constructed. 

(viii) BSEA has not clarified paying taxes / duties on inputs purchased, 
transportation cost incurred c n inputs, basis of pricing of captive raw material and 
purchased from related parties, citing inability as a tolling customer, nor has provided 
copies of trading, profit & loss account, balance sheet for POI & previous years. 

(ix) Appendix 3 of BSEA* questionnaire response shows FSP price higher in the 
domestic market and to other countries compared to prices to India, clearly depicting that 
the goods have been dumped in India during POI and dumping would continue in case 
the duties are discontinued. 

16. The Authority has talten note of these submissions and examined them at 
appropriate places in this finding, taking cognizance also of BSEA* s replies to the queries 
pertaining to them. 
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f) On R&D expenses 

17. SEPL has charged that the domestic industry’s total expenditure on Research and 
I>evelopment as percentage of tot^ turnover was merely 0.18% as evident from their 
Annual Report, 2005-06 and they were not even attempting to increase competitiveness 
by investing in better technology, infrastructure etc., instead relying upon the protection 
of AD duty being levied on foreign competitors. The domestic industry has stated that the 
level of expenses on R & D was an irrelevant factor in an AD investigation and a bare 
statement had been made without providing any material on record on its relevance 
factor. Besides, the technology adopted by the domestic industry for the manufacture of 
FSP was comparable with any other producer in the world. 

F. CONTINUATION OF DUMPING . 

18. Under Section 9A (1) (c) of the Customs Tariff Act 1975, 

“Normal value in relation to an article means: 

(i) the comparable price, in the ordinary course of trade, for the like article when meant 
for consumption in the exporting country or territory as determined in accordance with 
the rules made under sub-section (6); or 

(ii) when there are no sales of the like article in the ordinary course of trade in the 
domestic market of the exporting country or territory, or when because of the particular 
market situation or low volume of the sales in the domestic market of the exporting 
country or territory, such sales do not permit a proper comparison, the normal value shall 
be either:- 

a) Comparable representative price of the like article when exported from the 
exporting country or territory to an appropriate third country as determined in accordance 
with the rules made under sub-section (6); or 

b) The cost of production of the said article in the country of origin along with 
reasonable addition for administrative, selling and general costs, and for profits, as 
determined in accordance with the rules made under sub-section (6); 

Provided that in the case of import of the article from a country other than the country of 
origin and where the article has been merely transhipped through the country of export or 
such article is not produced in the country of export or there is no comparable price in the 
country of export, the normal value shall be determined vrith reference to its price in the 
country of origin.” 

19. The Authority sent questionnaires to all the known exporters for the purpose of 
determination of normal value in accordance wdth Section 9A(l)(c). Only two exporters 
from Singapore responded. 
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F.l Normal value determination for EU, Japan, Singapore and USA 
Fl.l Views of the interested parties 

20. The domestic industry has constructed the normal value based on the cost of 
production in India, including; selling, general and administrative expenses (SGA) and 
reasonable profit, citing inabil ity to obtain documentary evidence or reliable information 
on home market prices of the product in the subject countries and the non-availability of 
such information in the public domaia They have claimed that dumping has not ceased 
from the sources on which anti-dumping duties were imposed initially and if the duties 
were revoked, the impact of dumping would be more serious. That the exporters from the 
subject countries had indulge<i in dumping in the years prior to the POI, without any 
change in their pricing behaviour and would continue to do so in future also. 

21. SEPL has denied the allegation of dumping, stating that it exported significant 
quantities of the subject produ(Jt in the Asia-Pacific and other regions including India and 
also sold in the domestic maj’ket; that imports at lower prices did not per se indicate 
dumping; that their questionnaire response substantiated that FSP production cost was 
significantly lower than the constructed value alleged of US $ 2174 PMT due to SCSL’s 
world! class plant which has superior technology and higher scale economies with seven 
times higher nameplate capacity compared to the domestic industry; that the Authority 
must take cognizance of their data; and calculate normal value based on the domestic 
sales price and the manufacturing costs, not constructed normal value. 

22. Like-wise, BSEA has claimed that their average GIF price to Iijdia was above the 
average ICIS price during the POI and the average GIF price reported in the petition filed 
by the domestic industry The domestic industry has discounted this claim, stating that 
BSE/k. has not provided any supporting evidence that its prices were above the average 
IGIS jprice and that the export price was to be compared with the domestic prices of the 
exporter to arrive at the dumping margin, not prices reported elsewhere. Besides, for the 
determination of normal value, the response of the manufacturer producing the subject 
goods ought to have been filed with the Authority but there is no response of SGSL 
(reported to be the producer of FSP for BSEA). In such a case, normal value of the 
exporter cannot be determined, but has to be constructed. 

23. BSEA has fiirther stated! that the landed value for the subject goods was above the 
reference price fixed and there was no reason why exporters would apply lower prices if 
the existing 'measures were wiithdrawn considering they have managed to sustain much 
higher prices before, enclosing an EG case to support their contention. The domestic 
industry has argued that the landed value for the subject goods has increased due to the 
direct increase in the raw material prices and even so, was still lower than the increase in 
the total cost and the imports are still coming at dumped prices. Further, the fects of the 
EG case were differeiit and the comparison did not hold good 

24. DPF has submitted that there was no basis to assume that the pricing behairiour of 
the e>:porters have not changed when there was a significant difference between the 
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landed value of imports and the reference price during the POL If the allegation of the 
domestic industry were true, the exporters would be exporting at the reference price or 
below to ensure that domestic industry was forced to lower their prices, which was 
clearly not the case. DPF has further submitted that if exporters from the subject 
countries failed to cooperate in the sunset review investigation and the Authority records 
its findings on best judgment assessment, the Authority ought to adopt the lower of the 
sale price of the subject goods in the exporting country, the export price of the subject 
goods to third countries, and the constructed normal value in determining the normal 
value, because of the monopolistic nature of the domestic industry. The domestic industry 
has debunked this submission, stating that the legal justification for taking such an 
approach for the determination of normal value has not been given. 

25. The importer has further said that the demand for the subject goods during the 
POI was about 30,000 MT, increasing at approximately 15% per annum. Even though 
the domestic industry licensed capacity was 37,000 Ml', its installed capacity was 14,000 
MT, of which it also produced other polyols. Hence, it did not have the capacity to meet 
the demand and even at 100% capacity utilization, would not be able to meet even 50% 
of the demand. Besides, the domestic industry' has failed to increase its capacity 
proportionate to increase in demand, seeking to use its monopolistic status and safeguard 
& AD duties to earn undue profits at the expense of the small-scale industries (SSI) in the 
country, which are the end-users of the subject goods. Thus, the shortfall in demand has 
to be met by imports. If AD duties are very high due to a high dumping margin, the SSIs 
that use the subject goods as raw material would suffer grave injury. 

26. The domestic industry has responded that the current annual capacity of their 
polyol plant of 15500 MT could be enhanced to 23000 MT per annum by process 
modifications if assured of a reasonable selling price for their products. Presently they 
could not even fully utilize current capacity. Besides, there was no legal reason to suggest 
that AD duties could not be imposed if the domestic industry cannot fulfill the entire 
demand in the country. FSP imports from subject countries have increased because of 
severe dumping, not due to increase in domestic demand. If the imports had been at non- 
dumped prices, the industry also would have realized fair prices for the subject goods. 

F.2 Examination by the Authority 

27. The Authority has taken note of the arguments and counter-arguments of the 
interested parties and the issues have been addressed in appropriate places in the findings. 

Section 9A (5) of the CT Act provides that the Authority, in a sunset review, is 
required to examine whether thee cessation of such duty is likely to lead to continuation 
or recurrence of dumping and injury. Hence, the issues before the Authority are to 
examine 

❖ Whether dumping is likely to continue or recur, if definitive duties are removed 
or allowed to expire; 
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❖ Whether injury to the domestic industry is likely to continue or recur, if definitive 
duties are allowed to expire or are removed. 

The issues have been examined in the ensuing paragraphs. 

F.2.1 Normal Value & Export Price 

28. The Authority noted that no exporter fiom the subject coimtries except SEPL and 
. BSEA from Singapore provided information or co-operated in the investigation to enable 
the determination of nonnal value and export price of the subject goods from the subject 
countries. Therefore, the Authority has determined that the dumping margin for the non- 
co-operating exporters from lhe subject countries on the basis of facts available in terms 
of PLule 6 (8) of AD Rules re*id with Article 6.8 of the Agreement, The average exchange 
rate adopted for the purpose of this investigation for the POI was Rs 44.62 per $. 

F.2.1.1 Normal value for USA 

29. The Authority has constructed the normal value based on the cost of production, 
conversion costs and selling, general & administrative expenses of the domestic industry 
in India together with a reasonable margin of profit The normal value so constructed is 
Rs. ***or$***perMT. 

F.2.1*2 Normal value for Japan 

30. The Authority notes tliat as per the transaction-wise data .from DGCIS, there were 
no imports from Japan in the POI and in the base year, while in the interim years, the 
imports were de-minimis. Th<5refore, no dumping margin has been computed for Japan. 

F.2.13 Normal value for European Union 

31. The Authority has constructed the normal value based on the cost of production, 
conversion costs and selling, general & administrative expenses of the domestic industry 
in India together with a reasonable margin of profit. The constructed normal value is Rs. 

♦♦♦ Qj. j ♦♦♦ pgj. 

F.2.1.4 Normal value for Singapore 

32. The data submitted b> co-operating exporters to this investigation were verified in 
accordance with the Rules and reports of such verification carried out by the Authority 
wer <3 made available to the exporters for their comments. The dumping margins in respect 
of tiiese exporters have been woriced out based on the verified data taking into account 
the comments of the exporters to the verification reports to the extent they are relevant 
and valid. 
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33. The Authority notes that the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, in the Civil Appeal 
No. 1294 of 2001, M/s RIL Vs Designated Authority & Others, has held that normal 
value is not exporter-specific but exporting country-specific. 

34. In its post disclosure comments, the domestic industry has submitted that the 
computation of a single weighted average normal value is not for cooperating exporters 
and that individual normal value is required to be determined for each such exporter, 
which is contrary to the Supreme Court order in the case. The Authority notes that due to 
different conditions of sales in the domestic market by the cooperating exporters, the 
weighted average normal value in the country of exports gives a significantly distorted 
result However, in pursuance of the Supreme Court Judgment in the afore mentioned 
case, the normal value of the subject goods for the subject countries have been 
determined, first for the individual co-operating exporters and then a single weighted 
average normal value has been worked out for the product under consideration for the 
exporting country as a whole based on the normal values determined for the co-operating 
exporters 

Salient features of the exporter verification 
A. SEPL 

35. SEPL is a private limited company incorporated and registered in Singapore and a * 
manufacturer of the subject product and other products. SEPL’s FSP plants are located in 
Singapore and operated by SCSL, SEPL’s production facility, which was originally 
established as a joint venture between Shell & Mitshubishi and later transformed into a 
100% subsidiary. Although a separate legal entity, SCSL is treated as a fully integrated 
cost centre within the statutory accounts and as a single tax entity Avith SEPL. It is a 
manu^cturing cost centre that produces among others, PO, the whole of which, sold at 
cost to SEPL, is used in the production of FSP and other products. The name plate 
capacities for PO are *** , and for FSP *** per annum. 

36. SSPL is another 100% subsidiary of SEPL established in 2002, which is 
principally involved in sale of PO. It is also a separate legal entity and sells PO to other 
customers. In addition, in a 50% partnership with BASF, SSPL has constituted another 
separate legal entity named ELLBA, having annual production of *** of PO. ELLBA is 
treated as a cost centre, the principal activity consisting of production and sale of PO to 
its shareholders at cost. 

37. SEPL purchases and imports propylene feed-stock from different sources, 
converting it into propylene oxide, the purchase price in the POI ranging between US$ 
♦**-$*** PMT. The PO consumed is from SCSL, SSPL and BSEA, the main supplies 
being from SCSL and SSPL and the top-up supplies from BSEA. SEPL has a tolling 
arrangement with BSEA, whereby PO received from the latter is converted into polyols 
and supplied back to BSEA from its ELLBA plant. Hence, the weighted average price of 
PO has been charged to cost of production. In its various submissions, the domestic 
industry has reiterated that the PO should be taken at the market price and not at cost. As 
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SCSL i:3 a fully integrated cost centre of SEPL, there is no rationale to charge PO at 
market jsrice 

38. FSP is produced by SEPL by reaction of PO and depending on the grade, EO with 
Glycerin as an initiator. The mai n raw material, PO, represents about 90% by weight of 
the subject product, EO and gly(jerine, jointly constituting about 10% of weight. EO is 
supplied via pipeline by Ethylene Glycol Singapore (EGS), a joint venture of SEPL, 
while glycerine is supplied in bulk shipments from Malaysia, with minimal logistics 
costs. S EPL also produces three other grades of polyols, though primary production is of 
the subject product, which, among others, is sold in domestic and export markets 
including India. The cost of production was verified as US$ ***.• 

39. Transaction wise details of sales of Polyol SC 56-02 in the domestic market 
showed that these sales were *** MT. Sales to BSEA, kept outside the ambit of domestic 
transactions, being under a tollirg agreement, were *** MT during the POL The sales 
have beisn at varying prices. Sales to Bayer, which was neither a subsidiary nor a related 
company, are at comparatively lower rates as a comparatively larger buyer. For other 
customcirs, prices charged depended on the market. All dpmestic sales of the company 
were above cost of production and average selling price of these transactions comes to 
US$ *** PMT. The adjustments on domestic sales claimed towards inland freight, 
storage, notional credit cost, surveyor and mooring fees have been allowed after 
verification. Net of adjustments, the weighted average ex factory normal value comes to 
US$ PMT. 


Domestic sales 

Unit Sale price 

Adjustments 

Ex-factory NV 

InMT 

$PMT 

$PMT 

$PMT 

*** 

*** 




B. BSEA 

t 

40. 13SEA is a part of the BASF group of companies, with the global headquarters at 
Brussels: coordinating regional business units, a ^obal R & D centre at Ludwigshafen, 
Asian resgion marketing & technology headquarters at Hong Kong and local sales offices 
in each country. The cost-sharing arrangements are handled by the global entities. BSEA 
as a manufacturing company covers the finance and supply chain management functions. 

41. BSEA did not have its o^vn FSP manufacturing facility. Propylene is purchased 
by ELLBA which is a 50-50 joint venture of Shell & BASF and converted into PO. The 
suppliers bore no legal relation to BASF and propylene is purchased from local as well as 
overseaii suppliers at prevailing market conditions partly on spot basis. BSEA had signed 
a tolling arrangement with SCSL effective from 2002, whereby BSEA would supply PO 
to SCSL, which would produce ]"SP and invoice-back the same to BSEA. BSEA could 
source an increasing amount of FSP, till a final plateau of annual volume was reached, 
subject to a tolling fee, covering all actual cost and an appropriate rate of return. The 
arrangement could be terminated 7 years after commencement of the first FSP supply. 
BSEA sells this finished product as per its own marketing arrangements and under a 


5089 Gi/07—7 





50 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. 1] 


different brand name. Both SEPL and BSEA are two separate legal entities and have 
nothing in common except this arrangement. 

42. Analysis of domestic sales showed that BSEA has sold *** MT in 

Singapore at profit and exported *** MT to India during the POI, exports to India 
commencing from Feb 2004 in drums. The domestic sales represent approximately ***% 
of their exports to India. BSEA utilised the services of a warehousing company, and paid 
a fee for their services. f 

43. Thus, BSEA’s cost of production reflects the cost of PO, tolling fees for 
converting PO to FSP, cost of variable and fixed manufacturing overheads, return on 
investment, and the cost of shipping. SGA expenses which included the percentage share 
of their marketing offices at Hong Kong and administrative office at Brussels, were 
added. The ex-factory normal value, after adjusting for inland freight, packing cost and 
lifting fees, is as below. 


Domestic sales 

Unit Sale price 

Adjustments 

Ex-factory NV 

InMT 

$PMT 

$PMT 

$PMT 


*** 

*** 

*** 


44. In pursuance of the apex court’s ruling in CA No. 1294/2001 that normal value is 
exporting country-specific, a single weighted average normal value for the subject 
product for Singapore as a whole was worked out, based on the normal values of the 
cooperating exporters. This normal value has been compared with the export price for the 
individual exporters to determine individual dumping margins of the exporters. The 
normal value so determined is $ *** or Rs. *** per MT. 



SEPL 

BSEA 

Weighted average 

Normal Value 


♦♦♦ 

♦♦♦ 


F,3 Export Price 

45. For the non-cooperating exporters from the subject countries, the Authority has 
taken the official price for calculation of dumping margin and price undercutting. A 
weighted average export price to India has been determined for the subject product. 
Adjustments like freight, insurance, commission and handling expenses have been 
conservatively allowed. In its post-disclosure comments, the domestic industry has 
submitted that for non-cooperating exporters, the lowest export price and not the 
weighted average export price ought to be taken by the Authority. However, for non-co- 
operating countries, the Authority has adopted as a consistent practice, the weighted 
average export price, to avoid zeroing of transactions. 

F.3.1 Export Price for USA 

46. The weighted average export price has been taken as US *** per MT and after 
adjustments, the ex-factory export price comes to $ *** per MT. 
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F.3.2 Export Price for European Union 

47. The weighted average export price has been taken as US $ *** per MT and after 
adjustments, the ex-factory export price comes to $ ♦♦♦ per MT. 

F.3.3 Export Price for Singapore 

48. Tlie Authority had verified the data on exports sales of the co-operating exporters 
from Siing^ore and has determined the export price as below: 

A. SEPL 

49. SEPL had exported FSP to several countries in the POL Third country exports 
(excluding India) constituted *** MT in the POI, while those to India were *** MT, or 
3.3% of total exports. *** MT were exported by bulk containers through road/sea, *** 
MT by bulk takers and *** MT by packed containers through road & sea. The 
adjustments as per the different modes of transportation, rebate/ commission, notional 
credit cost, inland cross harbour, outbound and overseas freight, charges towards . 
shipping, insurance, port, storage and nitrogen inerting, surveyor and mooring fees and 
pacldng costs were checked. Ifhe per unit ex-factory export price was calculated for 
different modes and die weighteii avCTage export price after adjustaient works out to US$ 
*♦* per MT at the ex-factory level. 


Particulars 

$PMT 

Export Price 

*** 

Less adjustments 

*** 

Ex-factory Exiiort Price 

*** 


B. BSEA 

50. BSEA, being a trader in the subject goods, the unit export,price was adjusted for 
packing charges, lifting fees, freight and inland transport the per unit ex-factory price 
calculation is given as below: 



SPMT 


*** 

Less adjustments 

*** 

Is 3{gSSS3SS3Blil^H 

*** 


C. Other exporters from Singapore 

51. For the other exporters, Ihe lowest export price of SEPL, duly adjusted was taken 
as the <?x-factory export price. 
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F.4 Dumping margin 
F.4.1 Dumping margin for USA 

52. The Authority has worked out the dumping margin by making a comparison 
between the normal value and export prices at ex-factory level, based on the constructed 
normal value and the lowest export price determined for the product. The dumping 
margin is $ *** per MT or 18.96 %, which is significant. 

F.4.2 Dumping margin for European Union 

53. The Authority has worked out the dumping margin by making a comparison 
between the normal value and export prices at ex-factory level, based on the constructed 
normal value and the lowest export price determined for the product. The dumping 
margin is $ *** per MT or 0.40 %. 

F.4.3 Dumping margin for Singapore 

54. The Authority has worked out the dumping margin by making a comparison 
between fhe weighted average normal value and export prices at ex-factory level. For the 
co-operating exporters, the dumping margin is negative. The Authority noted that the 
negative dumping margin of BSEA resulted from the Court’s ruling that normal value 
should be exporting country-specific, not exporter-specific. For others, the dumping 
margin has been determined as the difference between the weighted average normal value 
and the lowest export price of the co-operating exporter after adjustments. The dumping 
margin is thus $ *** per MT or 0.45%. 

F.5 Dumping margin : Summary 


Product 

Country 

Exporter 

Dumping margin 

Dumping margin % 

$PMT 

Flexible 
slabstock 
polyol of 
MW 

3000-4000 

USA 

All 


18.96% 



No exports in the POI 1 

Singa¬ 

pore 

SEPL 

♦ ♦♦ 

-5.39% 

BSEA 

♦ ♦♦ 

-6.19% 

Others 

*** 

0.45% 

EU 

All 

*** 

0.40% 


55. The dumping margin from USA is significant Dumping margins during the POI 
for Singapore and the EU were found to be either negative or marginal. There is no 
export from Japan in the POI and therefore, current dumping margin from this country 
could not be determined. However, the Authority notes that in a sunset review, current 
dumping margin is not a material fact and what is required to be* examined is the 
likelihood of recurrence in the event of no dumping during the investigation period. 
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G. INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK: CONTINUATION OF INJURY 

56. Rule 11 of Anti Dumping Rules reads as follows: 

Determination of Injury: 

(1) In the case of imports from specified countries, the designated authority shall 
record a further finding that import of such article into India causes or threatens material 
injury to any established industry or materially retards the establishment of any industry 
in India. 

(2) The designated authority shall determine the injury to domestic industry, threat of 

injury to domestic industry, material retardation to establishment of domestic industry 
and a causal link between dumped imports and injury, taking into account all relevant 
facts, including the volume of dumped imports, their effect on price in the domestic 
market for like articles and the consequent effect of such imports on domestic producers 
of such articles and in accordance with the principles set out in Annexure II to these 
rules;.” 

57. Annexure II to the Rules requires that a determination of injury shall involve an 
objective examination of both (a) the volume of the dumped imports and the effect of the 
dumped imports on prices in the domestic market for like article and (b) the consequent 
impaict of these imports on dcmestic producers of such products. Annexure-II (ii) of the 
Rules provides as under:- 

(ii). “While examining the volume of dumped imports', the said Authority shall 
consider whether there has be«n a significant increase in the dumped imports, either in 
absolute terms or relative to production or consumption in India With regard to the effect 
of the dumped imports on prices .. .the designated authority shall consider whether there 
has l^een significant price undercutting by the dumped imports as compared with the 
price of the like product in India, or whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to 
depress prices to a significant degree or prevent price increases which otherwise would 
have occurred, to a significant degree. 

Annexure II to the Rules further provide that 

“(iv)„ The examination of the impact of the dumped imports on the domestic industry 
conc(3med shall include an eveJuation of all relevant economic factors and indices having 
a bearing on the state of the industry, including natural and potential decline in sales, 
profits, output, market share?, productivity,. return on investments or utilization of 
capacity; factors affecting domestic prices, the magnitude of the margin of dumping; 
actual and potential negative effects on cash flow, inventories, employment, wages, 
growth, ability to raise capital investments.” 

G.l Views of interested parties 

58. The domestic industry hits argued in a sunset review, injury analysis is required to 
be made by analysing the likely impact on the domestic industry if anti dumping duties 
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are not extended The situation of the domestic industry had improved after imposition 
of AD duty indicating that the duties have been effective but the effect was not to the 
desired effect as the exporters have continued to indulge in injurious dumping and the 
injury to the industry would continue if duties are not extended. 

59. The other interested parties have argued that the domestic industry had improved 
its performance and suffered no injury at the moment and injury, if any, was due to their 
own inefficiencies and cannot be attributed to the imports from these sources. According 
to the petition itself, many of the injury indices indicated improvement or had a marginal 
decline, leading a priori to the conclusion that it was not dumping that caused injury to 
the domestic industry. The domestic industry has argued that the focus in a sunset review 
was on the likelihood of dumping and injury and hence even if there is no dumping, it 
was of no consequence for the ‘likelihood’ test. 

G.2 Examination by the Authority 

60. The Authority has taken note of the arguments raised by the various parties in 
their submissions and the issue of likelihood of recurrence of dumping and injury to the 
domestic industry has been examined in the light of these arguments made before the 
Authority. 

61. The Authority noted that this was a sunset review of the measure already in force 
and examined the issue of cumulative assessment of injury to the domestic industry on 
account of simultaneous dumping ftt)m the subject countries, in terms of Annexure II (iii) 
of the AD Rules and holds that the conditions specified in the said Rules are satisfied in 
this case for cumulative assessment, except for imports from Japan. 

62 For the purpose of injury analysis, the Authority has examined the volume and 
price effects of dumped imports on the subject goods on the domestic industry and its 
effect on the prices and profitability. To examine the existence of injury and causal links 
between dumping and injury, if any, since a positive dumping margin has been 
established for the exports from the subject countries, the entire exports has been treated 
as dumped imports for the purpose of injury analysis and causal link examination. 

A. Volume effect of dumped imports and impact on domestic industry 

Import statistics 

63. Transaction-wise data from DGCI&S show that the subject product imports has 
been reported under customs classifications 39072000, 39072010 and 39072090. Since 
the product description is only indicative, all imports of subject goods irrespective of 
their classification have been included for the purpose of determination of volume, value 
and average import price. As the exporters from Singapore have provided data on their 
exports to India, which are higher in volume and value as. compared to DGCIS data for 
the POI, this data has been adopted for the POI and shown in the column POI.^ The bulk 
of the product imports are from the subject countries at present, as below:- 
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FSP Imports 


2003-04 

2004-05 

BS21H 

POf 

Total product imports 



I'i i' iH| 

9531.36 

10491.80 

12992.14 

13795.06 

15249.18 


4190.60 

5514.14 

9086.87 

. 11377.88 

12262.62 

Price/MT 

43966 

52557 

69941 


80415 

Imports from subject countries 




586.62 

-3258.96 

6101.00 

9622.13 

11076.25 


346.38 

1845.03 

4163.56 

7945.08 

8829.83 

Price/MT 

39048 

56614 

68244 

82571 

79719 


6.15 

31.06 



72.64 

Impcirts from other countries 



Oty(MT) 

8S>46.01 

7232.84 

6891.14 

4172.93 



3844.78 

3669.11 

4923.31 

3432.80 

Price/MT 

42978 

50729 


82264 


Note: POr': DGGIS data; POI ^: exporters data. 


64. The Authority noted th at from a mere 6% of total product imports in 2002-03, the 
subject countries’ imports increased to 31%, 47% and 73% respectively in the years 
thereafter, registering an extremely rapid growth. Anti-dumping duty is in place on 
imports from countries not included in the scope of the current investigation, viz., Brazil, 
Korea, China PR and Chinese Taipei. The share of these countries including those not 
dumping was 94% of total in:iports in 2002-03 and declined to 27% in the POI. As per 
DGCIS data, the average CIF price of imports from other countries was lower than those 
from the subject countries by a considerable margin in the first two years of the injury 
period and was higher only in 2004-05. In the POI, though the rate of imports from other, 
countries were lower comptired to subject countries, the margin of difference was 
insignificant. On the other hand, the data based on exporters’ information showed that in 
the POI, the unit rate was lower in the case of subject country imports. 

65. Subject country impoits have been de-segregated and individual country details 
are as below: 


Imports 


Imports from EU 


Qty (MT) 


Value (Rs lacs) 


Price/MT 


Share in dumped imports | 


Share in total imports 


Imports from Japan 


Qty (MT) 

V alue (Rs lacs) 


Price/MT 


Share in dumped imports 



2002-03 I 2003-04 2004-05 


390.36 


256.70 


65759 


66.54 


4.10 


420.00 


267.12 


63600 


12.89 


4.00 


332.43 


267.79 


80556 


5.45 


2.56 


1418.17 No 
1175.23 response 
82870 


12.80 


9.30 



5.82 

32.00 

3.31 

20.53 

56816 

64161 

0.18 

0.52 



No 

response 
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Share in total imports 

■ 

0.06 

0.25 



Imp(»ts from Singapore 





' 

Qty(MT) 

196.26 

2781.14 

2159.47 

4434.00 

5888.12 

Value (Rs lacs) 

89.69 

1542.96 

1441.38 

3696.34 

4581.08 

Price/MT 

45699 

55479 

66747 

83364 

77802 


33.46 

85.34 

35.40 


53.16 


2.06 

26.51 

16.62 


38.61 

Imports from USA 






Qty(MT) 


52.00 

3577.10 

^ 3769.96 

No 

response 

Value (Rs lacs) 


31.64 

2433.85 

3073.51 

Price/MT 


60848 

68040 

81526 

Share in dumped imports 


1.60 

58.63 


34.04 

Share in total imports 


0.50 

27.53 


24.72 


Note: pdl *: DGCIS data; POl ^: exporters data. 


66. The Authority noted the following: 

The share of EU which was the highest in the base year at 66.5% of total subject 
country imports fell to 6% in 2004-05 but rose to about 13% in the POL As- 
percentage of total imports, EU imports which were 4.1% in 2002-03, dropped to 
2,56% in 2004-05 and grew again to 9.30% in the POL 

❖ Imports from Japan were nil in 2002-03 and the POI and insignificant in the 
interim. 

Imports from Singapore had constituted a high percentage of 85% in 2003-04, but 
in the POI was 53%. Its share in total imports increased 10-fold from the base 
year in 2003-04, fell to 16% in 2004-05 and increased to 39% in the POL 

❖ Imports from USA - merely 1.6% in 2003-04 - registered an increase to 59% in 
2004-05 and in the POI, was 34% of dumped imports. As percent^e of total 
imports, USA constituted about 25% in the POL 

67. In the following analysis, DGCI&S transaction data is utilised to assess volume of 
inq^orts and domestic demand except for the POI, where exporters’ data has been used. 
However, imports from Japan are excluded. 

a) Import volumes 

68. With regard to the volume of the dumped imports, it has been examined whether 
there has been a significant increase in dumped imports, either in absolute terms or 
relative to production or consumption in India. 


69. For the calculation of the domestic consumption/demand of the subject goods, the 
Authority added the sales volume of the domestic industry to the total imports into India. 
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Lidexed 

100 

no 

136 

128 

Impoirts from subject countries 

587 

3253 

6069 

8861 

Indexed 

100 

555 

1039 

1510 

^es of Domestic industry 

♦♦♦ 

♦♦♦ 


*** 

Indexed 

100 

124 

114 

125 

Dom<Jstic demand 





Indexed 

100 

116 

126 

126 

Dom<;stic production 

*** 


*** 



Note: Annualised on pro rata basis 
Source: Domestic industry, DGCIS. 


70. The Authority noted that domestic demand (indexed) grew by 126 over the injuiy 
period, compared to 125 in the domestic sales and of 128 in total imports, while subject 
countries imports recorded a 14-fold rise over the same period. Further, while total 
imports dipped in the POI compared to 2004-05, domestic demand remained stable in the 
last two years of the injuiy period and subject country imports maintained a consistent 
uptrend all along. Domestic sales fell in 2004-05, but recaptured the lost momentum in 
the POI, even though demand remained at the same level in the two years. 


b) Actual and potential effect on sales and market share of the domestic industry: 


Percentage share 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

POT 

In domestic demand 




a) Subject countries imports 

*** 


4!)|c4[ 


Indexed 

100 

476 

822 

1194 

b) otlier imports 

4c4<>l< 



♦♦♦ 

Indejced 

100 

69 

62 

30 

c) total imports 

♦ ♦♦ 


♦♦ ♦ 

♦♦♦ 

Inde>:ed 

100 

95 

108 

101 

d) domestic industry 


it(4c4( 



Inde>:ed 

100 

106 

90 

99 

Dumped imports/DI production (%) 

7.44 

32.34 

59.32 

89.13 


Note: * : Annualised on pro rata basis 
Source: Domestic industry, DGCI&S. 


71. The Authority noted that the share of domestic industry in demand fell marginally 

by 0.6% from 46.7% in 2002-03 to about 46.1% in the POI, while total imports increased 
correspondingly. The market share of other country imports declined from 50% to 14.8% 
over th (3 injuiy period, which decline was absorbed by imports from the subject countries 
in total. Consequently, though the volume of the subject country imports increased 
manifold from the base year, as a percentage of domestic demand, the increase in 
“dump<jd imports” crowded out other country imports and not so much the domestic 
, industry. 
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c) Actual and potential effects on capacity, output and capacity utilization of the 
domestic industry 


72. The performance of the domestic industry has been examined with reference to its 
capacity, output, capacity utilization and impact of dumped imports on these parameters, 
if any. 


Parameter 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

To? 

Capacity 

11250 

11250 

11250 

11250 

Production 

♦♦♦ 



♦♦♦ 

Indexed 

100 

128 

.130 

126 

Capacity Utilization (%) 

*** 

♦ ♦■ft 

♦♦♦ 


Indexed 

100 

128 

130 

126 

Domestic Demand (MT) 



‘ ♦♦♦ 


Indexed 

100 

116 

126 

126 


— I— j--— 

Note: : Annualised on pro rata basis 
Source: Domestic industry. 


73. The Authority noted that though the demand increased over the injury period, the 
(iomestic industry’s installed capacity remained unaltered. Capacity utilisation (indexed) 
declined in the POI marginally by 4 after increasing to 130 in 2004-05, reflecting the 
trend in production. Despite the decline, capacity utilisation during the injury period rose 
by 18% from the base year. The Authority noted the domestic production was about half 
the domestic demand so that imports are necessary to meet the shortfall in supply. 

B. Price effect of dumped imports 

74. With regard to the effect of the dumped imports on prices, the Authority is 
required to consider whether there has been a significant price undercutting by the 
dumped imports as compared with the price of the like product in India, or whether the 
effect of such imports is otherwise to depress prices to a significant degree or prevent 
price increases, \\hich otherwise would have occurred, to a significant degree. 

75. For the purpose of this analysis, the weighted average cost of production, 
weighted average Net Sales Realisation (NSR) and the Non-Injurious Price (NIP) of the 
domestic industry have been compared with the landed price of imports from the subject 
countries to examine whether there has been significant price under-cutting or under¬ 
selling by the dumped imports com^iared with the price of the like product in India or 
whether such imports have depressed the prices or prevented price increases that 
otherwise would have occurred to a significant degree. 

76. Price under-cutting has been determined by comparing the landed value of 
dumped imports, with the weighted average ex-factory NSR of the domestic industry, 
where the rebates, discounts, commissions offered and the excise duties paid have been 
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excluded. For price under-selling analysis, the landed value of dumped imports was 
compar€jd with the NIP of the subject goods, determined by taking into account verified 
cost and SGA expenses of the industry, together with a reasonable profit margin. To 
examine? the price suppression and depression effects, the trend of NSR of the domestic 
industry has been compared with the cost of sales. 


Parameter (Rs* /M'f) 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

POI 

Landed Price 

77530 

68616 

82738 

92191 

Indexed 

100 

89 

107 

119 

Net Sales Realization of Domestic industry 

**♦ 


♦♦♦ 

♦♦♦ 

Indexed 

100 

103 

125 

136 

Cost of sales 

♦ ♦♦ 


♦♦♦ 


Indexed 

100 

94 

102 

112 

Price undercutting 

*** 

♦♦♦ 



Price undercutting % 

(15-20)% 

(0-5)% 

(0-5)% 


Non-Injurious Price 





Price Underselling^ 





Price Underselling % 




15-20% 


I- I ■ !■! ■ n il. II 11 III ■ ...I ■ ■*■■■■■■ 

Note: NSR minus landed price of imports; NIP minus landed value 

Source: Domestic industry, DGCIS. 


77. The Authority noted that on a cumulative basis, the indexed landed value of the 
subject coimtry imports increased by 119 since 2002-03, and of NSR increased by 136. In 
each yejar of the investigation period, the landed value was higher than the NSR so that 
there is no price under-cutting. Post disclosure, the domestic industry has submitted that 
cumulative price undercutting analysis would be misleading and individual transactions 
were to be compared to the domestic price to judge price undercuttirig. However, the 
A uthority noted that where imports from a number of countries are being simultaneously 
investigated, injury and causal link analyses are cumulatively assessed. Further, the 
Authoriity observed that except iri 2003-04, the landed value has remained above the cost 
of sales, too and the trends in limded price and cost of sales of the domestic industry 
moved iu the same direction. The NIP for the domestic industry has been determined at 
Rs *** per MT in the POI following the Supreme Court orders in CA No: 1294/ 2001 
against a landed value of Rs. 92191, so that price under-selling is about 15-20%. The 
domestic industry’s own figure c»f desirable selling price is Rs. ***. At this price, total 
price underselling would be only 0-3%. Further, the NSR (indexed) increased by 136 
compared to 112 in the cost of sales, so that there is no price depression. Moreover 
thou^ NSR was below cost of sales in the first two years of the injury period, there was 
a turn aiound in the next two yeai’s so that there is no price suppression eitliei. 
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G J Examination of other injury factors 

78. Some of the injury factors i.e. actual and potential decline capacity, production, 
capacity utilization, sales and market shares; were examined in the previous section along 
with actual and potential increase in volume of imports and it was noted that 

❖ Production of the domestic industry decreased marginally in the POI after 
showing significant increase upto 2004-05. 

❖ Capacity utilization fell by 3% in the POL 

❖ Sales of the domestic industry increased substantially in the POI; after a fall in 
2004-05, though demand remained at the same level. 

a) Actual and potential effects on profits 


79. Profitability position of the domestic industry has been as under: 


Parameter (in Rs. Lakhs) 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 


Cost of Sales of the DI 


*♦* 

*** 


Sales realization of the DI 

*** 

iltifcit: 



Profit/Loss (Rs./MT).^ 

*** 


♦** 


Indexed 

(100) 

(31) 

49 

44 

Profit/Loss on Domestic sales 

♦ ♦♦ 




Indexed 

(100) 

(39) 

56 

55 

Interest 

*** 

ilciltiti 



Indexed 

100 

94 

62 

10 

PBIT 

♦ ♦♦ 

mm 



Indexed 

(100) 

(70) 

175 

182 


Note: Annualised on pro rata basis 


Sales Realization - Cost of Sales 
Source: Dom^tic industry. 

80. Though the cost of sales had been higher than the sales realization in the first two 
years of the injury period, 2004-05 saw a total turnaround in the performance of the 
domestic industry as reflected in rising profits. 

b) Actual and potential effects on employment and wages 

81. Employment level of the domestic industry has been as under: 


Parameter 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

POT 

Employees (No.) 

♦♦♦ 


*** 


Wages (Rs. Lakhs) 

♦♦♦ 



*** 

Indexed 

100 

102 

1 - ■ 

106 

110 
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Note: ^: Annualised on pro rata basis 
Source: Domestic industry. 

The ALUthority noted that employment levels for the production of the subject product 
remained stable from 2002-03, but as the domestic industry was multi-product, 
employment levels per se may not be a conclusive indicator of injury. Wages, too, had 
increased in absolute terms. Therefore, this parameter is not a catise of injury to the 
domestic industry. 

c) Actual and potential eitects on productivity 

82. The Authority noted that per employee productivity and sales increased till 2004- 
05. Tliere was a marginal drop in productivity in the POI due to fall in production. 


Parameter 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

MT 

Productivity per Employee 

*** 


*** 


Indexed 

100 

128 

130 

126 

Sales per Employee (in Rs) 

*** 


*** 

*** 

Indexed 

100 

120 

142 

170 


Note: : Annualised on pro rata bu'sis 
Source: Domestic industry. 


d) Actual and potential effects on cash flow, profits and return on investment 

83. As the domestic industry was a multi product company, examination of cash flow 
of the entire company may not be appropriate for the injury purposes. The Authority 
therefDre, has examined cash profit situation of the domestic indtistry, capital employed 
and return on investments. 


Parameter (in Rs. Lakh s) 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

POf^ 

PBT 


*** 

♦♦♦ 

♦♦♦ 

Indexed 

(100) 

(39) 

56 

55 

Depreciation 

♦ ♦♦ 

*>!>♦ 

*** 

♦♦♦ 

Cash profit 


♦ ♦♦ 

*** 


Indejxed 


(27.9) 

79 

79 

PBIT 

♦ ♦♦ 

*** 

*** 

♦♦♦ 

Indexed 

(100) 

(70) 

75 

82 

Captital Employed. 

*** 

*** 

*** 


Indexed 

100 

96 

92 

79 

Return on capital employed.(%) 


*** 



Indexed 

(100) 

(31) 

82 

66 


Note:': Annualised on pro rata basis 
Source: Domestic industry. 
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84. PBT, PBIT and cash profit improved from a position of loss to a situation of 
profits in 2004-05, which continued in the POI on a lesser scale. Likewise, return on 
capital employed (%, indexed) increased to 182 in 2004-05 and fell to 166 in the POI. 

e) Inventories 


85. Inventories position with the domestic industry has been as under: 


Parameter (in MT) 

2002-03 

2003-04 

■TiTiwna 

mm 

Average stock of inventory 


♦ ♦ ♦ 


*** 

Indexed 

100 

53 

76 

69 

As % of sales 

9.98 

4,25 

6.63 

4.42 


Note: : Annualised on pro rata basis 
Source; Domestic industry. 


The Authority noted that average inventories have declined in the POI from the base 
year, both in absolute terms and as a percentage of sales. 

f) Ability to raise capital 

86. No evidence has been placed before the Authority to substantiate that the 
domestic industry has been facing problems with regards to the ability to raise capital. 

g) Growth 

87. The Authority notes that the growth in demand and the improvement in the 
performance of the domestic industry in terms of parameters, such as production, sales, 
profits, cash flow and return on investments from the base year to the POI. 

h) Degree of dumping margin 

88. The Authority notes that dumping margins from the subject coimtries, as an 
indicator of injury, are found to be significant in the case of USA only. 

G.4 Overall assessment 

89. The above analysis of the factors shows that despite the large volume of imports, 
the domestic industry has been able to maintain its share in the market and has not 
suffered injury over the relevant period since a majority of the parameters have shown 
improvement over the base year. There is jio price undercutting, price suppression or 
price depression caused by subject country imports, but price underselling of 19% is 
seen. 
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G. 5 Conclusions on injury 

90. The Authority noted that the volume effect of subject country imports has been 
relatively insignificant despite their increase in absolute terms and the price effect is 
restricted to price under-selling. Most parameters of the domestic industry do not reflect 
injury. Therefore, the Authority concludes that the domestic industry has not continued to 
suffeT material injury. 

H. CAUSAL LINK 

H.1 Views of interested parties 

91. The interested parties have claimed that a causal link had to exist between the 
matedal injury suffered by the Indian industry and dumped imports, which was 
comjpletely absent from an analysis of the annual reports. The domestic industry has 
bnisltied aside this submission, stating that the annual report? of the company contained 
details for all the products as a whole, mcluding the subject goods, so that any analysis 
based thereon would not be appropriate. Moreover, the causal link analysis was 
inconsequent in a sunset review as it had been established in the original investigation 
and was not required to be revisited. 

92. On issues of non-attidbution, the mandatory factors have been examined as 
follows: 

Contraction in Demand: - Demand for the subject goods has increased during 
the injury period and v^as stable in the POL 

Pattern of consumption: - No significant change in the pattern of consumption 
has been alleged by any interested party. 

Imports from other countries- Total -subject product imports originating in 
countries other than ithe subject countries are declining, and they have been 
replaced by increasing imports from the subject country. 

Conditions of compeitition: - The goods are freely importable. The petitioner is 
the only producer of the subject goods. 

Developments in technology: - Interested parties have argued that the technology 
?ised by the domestic industry is old and inefficient, but the industry has refuted 
this, stating that the miinufacturing technology was the same world over. 

Others: It has been alleged that the domestic industry suffers from location 
disadvantage, situated in a water-scarce region, whereas the subject product was 
water intensive. 

H.2 Factors establishing causal link 

93. Examination of the performance of the domestic industry over the injury period 
shovre that the performance has not been affected due to dumped imports fi*om the subject 
countries. Despite die increase in die volume of dumped imports by over 35% from die 
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base year, the market share of the domestic industry has declined only by 0.6% over the 
injury period. The increase in demand has been met by imports, but subject country 
imports have crowded out imports from other countries. There is no price under-cutting, 
but price under-selling is about 19%. Domestic sales have increased. Production and 
therefore, capacity utilization has declined marginally. Resultantly, profits, cash flow and 
return on investment of the domestic industry deteriorated fractionally in the POI after 
showing consistent improvement. 

94. The above non-attribution analysis shows that the dumped imports from the 
subject countries, through their volume and price effects, have not caused significant 
injury to the domestic industry. The Authority, therefore, concludes that the injury caused 
to the domestic industry on account of imports from the subject countries is insignificant 
and immaterial. 


I. MAGNITUDE OF INJURY AND INJURY MARGIN 


I.l Views of the interested parties 

95. The domestic industry"has requested the Authority to keep in mind the decision of 
the Supreme Court in M/s RIL. Vs. DA {2006 (202) E.L.T. 23 (S.C.)}, to determine the 
non-injurious price based on the transfer price (market value) of the captive inputs. DPF 
has held that on the contrary, the Authority ought to take into account the actual cost of 
the captive inputs, as reflected in the accounts of the domestic industry and verified by 
the Authority, in determining the NIP. That the reliance placed on the judgment was 
misplaced, as in holding that the market price of the inputs ought to be taken, the 
reasoning of the Court had been based on there being only one NIP determined for the 
domestic industry as a whole, and more than one constituent of the domestic industry, so 
that the others would be discriminated if transfer price was taken in the case of one 
constituent and cost of inputs for the other constituents producing the input captively. But 
as the petitioner was the sole manufacturer of the subject product, there could not be a 
case of discrimination among domestic industry constituents. Hence, the NIP had to be 
determined for the petitioner alone. 

96. However, the Authority has determined the NIP taking into account the cost of 
production and other associated costs of the domestic industry during the POI as per the 
principles laid down in the aforesaid judgment, which works out to Rs *** per MT. The 
injury margin from the subject countries work out as below: 


Injury margin (Rs> / MT) 




Landed value 


IM% 


USA 

94281 

+ * + 

15-20% 


EU 

95834 

+ + + 

15-20% 






+++ 

SEPL 

+++ 

+ + + 

27-33% 


BSEA 


♦ + + 

27-33% 


Others 


+ + * 

30-35% 
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Japan 

No exports in the POI 

Total 

92191 

*** 

18-23% 


J. LIKELIHOOD OF CONTINUATION OF DUMFING AND INJURY 

97. !5ection 9A of the Act requires the Designated Authority, in an expiry review, to 
examine whether cessation of the duty would lead to continuation or recurrence of 
dumping and injury. 

J.l Views of the interested parties 

98. 'fhe domestic industry hi\s claimed that the exporters have continued dumping 
even after the imposition of AD duty and in increasing volumes, which would accelerate 
if duties are revoked. They have claimed that the imports of the raw material, PO have 
been m£ide at higher prices than the prices of the subject product, though PO requirement 
is about 90% of total FSP weight. FSP prices have been less by as much as 35% of the 
PO price, indicating severe dumping by the subject countries during the POI, which 
would continue and increase in future and injure the industry if duties are not extended. 
DGCI&S import data showed that the landed value to India for PO was higher than that 
of subjcjct product, posing greatcT threat of continuance and recurrence of injury to the 
domestic industry. 

99. ][n response, SEPL has jiubmitted that the imports of raw materials are not a 
relevant consideration and even if so, there was no ready market in India as evident from 
the ICIS Publication, which shov/ed no price available for PO sales in India; that the PO 
price mentioned in the DGCIS data was not indidative of the PO price in Singapore as it 
showed (a) an extremely small vi^lume being imported over a year, (b) vride discrepancy 
in unit PO prices from each country and (c) are not representative of the Asian market for 
PO. Reluting that import of subject goods from SEPL has adversely affected prices of the 
domestic industry, SEPL has charged that any alleged price under-cutting/ suppression 
could be due to the domestic industry’s effort to retain its monopolistic position in the 
market and offer low prices to drive out competitors. They had exported FSP to India 
higher than its domestic prices in Singapore and for profit. 

100. DPF has pointed out that the subject matter of the sunset review was imports of 
polyol, not PO. The volume and imports of PO could not form the basis of a 
determination whether AD duties; should continue on polyol, the more so when there are 
imports of polyol during the POI and some exporters were cooperating vrith the Authority 
in the determination of normal value of polyol. Even if the normal value is constructed, 
the raw material price would be those in the exporting country, not the import price into 
India. 


5089 GI/07—9 
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J.2 Examination by the Authority 

101. The domestic industry has not substantiated its claim of likelihood of dumping 
and injury, apart fh>m data on imports of raw material prices. Post disclosure, the 
domestic industry has put the onus for this on the interested parties and the Authority. In 
addition, the domestic industry has claimed that in a sunSet review, the Authority h^ to 
make a proper assessment and reach a conclusion that there is no possibility of any injury 
to the domestic industry from the dumped imports if duties are revoked and that 
significant price imderselling was good reason for extension of duty, 

102. The Authority observed that in the current scenario, the volume of the imports 
from the subject coimtries recorded a very significant jump in the POI, crowding out 
imports from other countries. However, despite the significant increase in imports, the 
domestic industry has maintained its market share in the POI, so that there is no current 
injury. Besides, the domestic industry’s capacity is just about half the domestic demand, 
so that imports are inevitably required to meet the shortfall. The Authority also took 
cognizance of the fact that no increase in capacity has been effected during the injury 

, period. As regards the effect of subject coimtiy imports on prices, there is no price under¬ 
cutting, price'suppression or price depression. There is price under selling of 19% in the 
POI, based on the Supreme Court orders for computing NIP, which is much higher than 
the industry’s own assessment. 

103. In assessing the likely scenario, coimtry-wise analysis of import data and prices 
shows the following highlights: 

❖ The Authority notes that the imports from USA are entering at dumped prices 
even after imposition of duty as the dumping margin during the POI has been 
found to be significant. The trend in import prices show that GIF price of US 
imports has shown a rising trend, from 100 in 2003-04 (nil imports in 2002-03) to 
134 in the POI, but as the customs duty over the injury period declined from 30% 
in 2002-03 to 14.5% in the POI, the trend in the landed value has registered a 
lower increase to 128 in the POI. Yet the landed value was progressively higher 
than the reference price of $ 1597.49 per MT in 2004-05 and the POI. Though the 
landed price of the subject product in the POI is much higher than the reference 
price determined in the original investigation, the imports of the basic raw 
material from USA viz., propylene oxide which constitutes about 80% of the total 
cost of the subject goods, are at a higher GIF price in the POI than subject product 
imports. This implies existence of current dumping and likelihood of continued 
dumping. Besides, the trend in the quantity of imports from USA shows a 
tremendous increase from 100 in 2003-04 to 7250 in the POI. Therefore, the 
Authority is of the view that the dumped imports would likely to continue from 
USA in the event of withdrawal of duty. 

❖ In the case of EU, the current dumping margin is negligible. But the dumped 
imports have continued and the quantity has increased. The indexed GIF price 
over the injury period moved from 100 to 126, while the landed value (indexed) 
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moved from 100 to 111. However, the landed value has remained above the 
reference price by a considerable margin in every year of the injury period. As 
regards the rate of the raw material imports from the EU, the data shows 
abnormally high rates, co mpared to other countries. The analysis shows that while 
the average CIF rate of' imports of PO were, substantially below the subject 
product prices in the ejirly three years of the injury period, the situation is 
reversed in the POI. However, the isolated trend for one year does not give a clear 
indication of the pripe trend of PO and the subject goods ffom the EU. Therefore, 
considering the feet that the price from the EU has remained significantly above 
the reference price fixed for feat country for the entire injury investigation period 
febre is less likelihood of fee trend getting reversed if fee duty is removed. 
Therefore, fee Authority iis of fee view that there is less likelihood of an imminent 
intensification or recurrence of dumping from EU if the duty is removed. 

❖ In fee case of Singapore, fee Authority notes feat fee current dumping margin of 
the cooperating exporters; have been determined to be negative on the basis of a 
single country specific normal value determined in pursuance to Supreme Court 
Judgment. The residual dumping margins determined on fee above basis also 
works out to be negligible. However, the price of imports from Singapore 
indicates that fee CIF price moved from 100 to 170 and the landed value from 100 
to 150 during the injury period. But fee landed value was below the reference 
price in fee first two yejirs of fee injury period, and fee prices have moved up 
above fee reference price in 2004-05 and the POI only. As fer as the raw material 
rates are concerned, in fee POI, fee PO imports from Singapore shows abnormal 
trend. The price trends of fee subject goods during the POI and the basic raw 
material export price from fee same country indicates that fee price trend during 
the POI may not be sustainable or is not of permanent nature. The Authority 
further notes feat the growth of imports from Singapore has been from 100 in 

2002- 03 to 3000 in the POI. Also the production capacities of fee subject product 
of fee co-operating producer/exporter are huge and should a shift in the direction 
of trade in fee subject product occur in fee exporting country, fee growing 
domestic demand wouliJ attract a greater share of imports. Therefore, fee 
Authority is of fee view feat there is a likelihood of recurrence of dumping, from 
this country once the duties are removed, 

❖ As for Japan, in fee absence of adequate data, no assessment could be made. For 
fee two years for which data available, in one year, fee landed value was 
below, amd in fee other year, it was above, fee reference price. Tlie trend in 
propylene prices moved firom 100 to 154. The rate of subject product imports in 

2003- 04 was higher than fee raw material import rate by Rs 4000, but this 
difference narrowed to Pis 800 in 2004-05. The trend in fee quantity of imports 
increased from 100 in 2003-04 to 550 in fee next year. Thfe export price of 2004- 
05 was extrapolated intc» fee POI, using average growth in export price of the 
subject countries. The extrapolated data indicates fee likely export price from 
Japan going by their price trend in fee provious years and feat likely export price 
vfeen compared wife fe <5 constructed normal value shows significant dumping 
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margin and injury margin. Therefore, the Authority is of the view that there is an 
imminent likelihood of recurrence of dumping from Japan in the event of 
withdrawal of duty. 

104. In sum, the country-wise current and prospective scenarios are thus: 

❖ USA: There exists current dumping and likelihood of continuation of 
dumping and consequential injury to the domestic industry; 

❖ EU: ' There exists negligible current dumping and less likelihood of 
intensified dumping and consequential injury to the domestic industry; 

*1* Singapore: There is negligible' current dumping, but likelihood of 
intensification of dumping and consequential injury to the domestic 
industry; 

<♦ Japan: There is. inadequate data to make an exact assessment, but 
likelihood of recurrence of d^umping seems indrcated, based on 
extrapolation of export price. 

K. INDIAN INDUSTRY’S INTERESTS 

105. The purpose of anti dumping duties in general is to eliminate injury to the 
domestic industry caused by the unfair trade practice of dumping so as to re-establish a 
situation of open and fair competition in the Indian market in the interests of the country. 
Though anti dumping duties might affect the price levels of the products manufactured 
using subject goods and thereby have some impact on their relative competitiveness, their 
imposition would not restrict imports from the subject countries in any way, and, 
therefore, would not affected the availability of the products to the consumers. 

L. CONCLUSIONS: 

106. After examining the issues raised and based on the analysis of current dumping 

and injury and likelihood of continuation/recurrence of dumping and injury, the Authority 
concludes that: . , 

i) The subject goods have entered from USA at less than its normal value and the 
dumping margin of the subject goods imported are significant; while current 
dumping margins of subject goods imports from the European Union and Singapore 
are negligible. 

ii) There is a likelihood of dumping to continue from USA and of intensification or 
recurrence of dumping from Singapore and Japan if the duties are revoked; there is 
less likelihood of intensification of imports from the EU if duties are withdrawn. 

iii) The domestic industry suffers insignificant material injury at present due to the 
dumped imports; but there is a likelihood of recurrence of injury if duties are 
withdrawn. 

iv) Therefore, continued imposition of anti dumping duty is warranted against subject 
goods originating in or exported from USA, to offset dumping and against 
Singapore and Japan to prevent recurrence of dumping. 
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M. RECOMMENDATIONS 

107. Having conducted the review and concluded that there is a likelihood of 
continuance and/or recurrence of dumping fix)m the subject countries and consequent 
injury to the domestic industry, the Authority is of the opinion that Continuation of the 
measure is required against imports from three of the four subject countries. However, 
considering the current level of dumping from the subject countries and injury suffered 
by the domestic industry, the Aufriority is of the opinion that the measure in force needs 
to be revised. Therefore, the Authority considers it necessary to recommend continued 
imposition of the anti-dumping duty on iinports of subject goods from the subject 
country, in terms of Section 9A(5) of the Act, in the form and manner described 
hereunder. 

108. Having regard to the lesser duty rule, the Authority recommends continued 
imposition of definitive anti-dumping duty equal to the margin of injury or dumping, 
which is lesser to remove the likelihood of injury to the domestic industry. Considering 
that the duty in the original investigation was imposed on reference price basis the 
Authority/ recommends continuation of definitive antidumping duty, on all imports of 
subject goods originating in or exported from USA, Singapore and Japan, as the 
difference between the landed value and the reference price as indicated in Col 9 of the 
table below, if the landed value at the time of importation is below the value indicated at 
Col.9. ¥ot the purpose of this landed value of imports will be determined as the value of 
the goods as assessed by Customs plus applicable basic Customs duty. 


S.N 

o; 

Sub- Head 
-ing/ Tariff 
Item 

Descriptio 

nof 

Goods 

specification 

s 

Country of 
Origin 

Country 
of Export 

Producer 

Exporter 

Reference 

price 

Unit of 
Measur 
ement 

Curren 

cy 

■ 

3907.20 

Flexible 

slabstock 

polyol 

Molecular 
weight 3000- 
4000 

United States 
of America 

Any 

Any 

Any 

2420.36 

MT 

USD 


-do* 

-do- 

-do- 

Any except 
Japan and 
Singapore 

United 
States of 
America 

Any 

Any 

2420.36 

MT 

USD 


-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

Japan 

Any 

Any 

lAnj:_ 

2391.98 

MT 

USD 

■ 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

Any except 
USA and 
Singapore 

Japan 

Any 

Any 

2391.98 

MT 

USD 

5 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

Singapore 

Any 

M/s Shell 

Eastern 

Petroleum 

Any other 

than M/s 

Shell 

Eastern 

Petroleum 

and M/s 

BASF 

SkHith 

East Asia 

I92I.15 

MT 
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Shell 
Eastern 
Petroleum 
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MT 

■ 
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-do- 

Singapore 
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Any other 
than M/s 
Shell 
Eastern 
Petroleum 

Any other 
than M/s 
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Eastern 
Petroleum 
and M/s 

2023.10 

MT 

USD 
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-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

Any except 
USA, EU 
and Japan 

Singapore 

Any 

Any other 
than M/s 
Shell 

Eastern 
Petroleum 
and M/s 
BASF 

South 

East Asia 

2023.10 

MT 

USD 


N. FURTHER PROCEDURE: 


109. Any appeal against the orders of the Central Government that may arise out of 
this recommendation shall lie before the Customs, Excise and Service tax Appellate 
Tribunal in accordance with the relevant provisions of the Act. 

110. The Authority may review the need for continuation, modification or termination 
of the definitive measure as recommended herein from time to time as per the relevant 
provisions of the Act and public notices issued in this respect from to time. No request 
for such a review shall be entertained by the Authority unless the same is filed by an 
interested party within the time limit stipulated for this purpose. 


R. GOPALAN, Designated Authority 
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